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Part I— REPORT. 




CHAPTER I. 

Introductory. 

The Committee was appointed by the Resolution of the Gov- 
ernment of India in the Foreign and Political Department No. 33- 
Special, dated the 14th of August 1!>30, which we reproduce 
helow : — 

“In connection with the discussions which are expected to 
take place at the forthcoming Indian Round Table Conference 
in London r the future economic and financial relations 

between British India and Indian States, the Governor General 
in Council has been pleased to appoint a small Committee under 
the administrative control of the Foreign and Political Department 
•consisting of the following gentlemen : — 

1. Mr. W. W. Nind (Collector of Customs, Rangoon) — 
Chairman, 

2. Mr. V. Narahari Rao, M.A., Under Secretary, Govern- 

ment of India, Foreign and Political Department. 

3. Professor S. P. Bhargava, M.A., F.S.S., Member re- 

presenting the Special Organization of the Chamber 
of Princes. 

Mr. V. Narahari Rao, in addition to his duties as a Member, will 
also act as Secretary of this “Special Committee”. 

2. The object of the Committee will be to collect facts and 
statistics which should be helpful in determining : — 

(i) Credits, that is, the value of any direct or indirect contri- 

butions made by the Indian States to Imperial re- 
sources, and 

(ii) Debits, that is, the assessment of what their propor- 

tionate contribution for Imperial burdens should be. 

The Committee is not required to determine questions of prin- 
ciple or to prepare balance sheets for all or any States. 

3. To take debits first, the Committee is being supplied with a 
list of items of Central expenditure classified as Imperial burdens. 
The list is provisional and additions may be made thereto at the 
discretion of the Government of India. The question of the ulti- 
mate inclusion of any such items would, however, be a matter of 
principle outside the functions of the Committee. 

4 It will be the dutv of the Committee to collect figures show- 
ing the average annual expenditure of the Government of India in 
respect of each item on the provisional list of Imperial burdens 
Tn working out the averages, the Committee should take, as far as 
ppssible, the actual figures available for three years and the revised 
and budget estimates for the remaining two. 



5. On the credit side, the Committee will be concerned mainly 
with Customs, Salt, Excises, Tributes, Ceded Territories and Indian- 
States Forces : — 

(a) Customs. — The main object of the Committee will be to 

collect statistics to facilitate the comparison of scales 
of consumption of imported dutiable goods in British' 
India and the States, respectively. 

(b) Excises. — Similar calculations will be required to deter- 

mine the contributions of States on account of ex- 
cisable commodities both Imperial (such as petrol and 
kerosene) and Provincial (such as hemp drugs'. 

( c ) Salt. — The Committee will estimate the amounts accru- 

ing to Imperial revenues from the consumption of 
taxed salt in Indian States. The computations will 
be made on the assumption that existing salt agree- 
ments are to continue in force. 

(d) Tributes. — It will be necessary to compile a detailed 

statement of all payments under this head in so far 
as they are available for Central expenditure in 
genera 1 . Payments earmarked for special or local 
purposes particularly beneficial to the States concern- 
ed should he separately listed 

(e) Ceded Territories. — This item is of great importance and 

will need the special attention of the Committee. A 
schedule of all areas ceded by States in the past, 
either for the upkeep of a subsidiary force or by way 
of commutation for protection, will be furnished to 
the Committee by the Foreign and Political Depart- 
ment. Tt will be necessary for the Committee to 
attempt to compute the net value of the coded terri- 
tories at the present time, that is, the surplus available 
after all expenses of the administration, including pro- 
portionate contribution to overhead administrative 
charges have been met. The Committee will no doubt 
take into account the allowance to be made for over- 
head charges in consideration of the amount of super- 
visory work which these terri tones entail. The bases 
of population or of area would not in themselves be a 
sufficient criterion. The Committee will also make 
a separate calculation of the contributions from ceded 
territories to Central revenues under such heads as 
Income-tax, Salt, Customs, etc. 

It will also be necessary to compile figures showing how far 
the value of these territories has risen in consequence 
of works such as irrigation works carried out by the 



Government subsequent to the cession; and also 
amounts of expenditure incurred under such items as 
famine relief, etc. 

(/) Indian States Forces . — The Committee should ascertain 
the actual cost of units maintained under the Re- 
organisation scheme including a fair amount of over- 
head charges on account of the staff, maintenance of 
barracks, etc. Separate lists should be made for (a) 
units which are expected to be at the disposal of the 
Imperial Government for external defence, and (b) 
units earmarked for internal security. 

Efforts should also he made to collect the figures showing 
the total Army expenditure of all States. 

6. It wall be unnecessary for the Committee to attempt to 
collect material in connection with — 

(а) currency profits, 

(б) railway profits, or 

(c) Posts and Telegraph profits. 

These questions will he dealt with as urgently as possible by 
the Departments of the Government of India concerned. 

7. As the figures of the forthcoming Census will not he available 
before the Indian Round Table Conference, it is considered desir- 
able that the Committee should indicate the kind of figures which 
are likely to be required for the purpose of financial settlement w ith 
the States, so that these may, if possible, be supplied at an early 
date by the Census Commissioner in advance of the general com- 
pilation of the Census. 

8. The Committee will endeavour to complete its work, as far 
as possible, by the end of September 1930, and it is accordingly 
requested that Local Governments and Administrations will Be 
good enough to afford promptly all reasonable assistance to the 
Committee.” 


2. We met first at Simla on the 6th August 1930 and sub- 
mitted our Report to the Government of India on the 24th October 
of the same year, on all the subjects referred to us with the excep- 
tion of the valuation of ceded territories, which had to be left over 
for further investigation in view of the highly complicated nature 
of the problem. Mr. Nind, who was Chairman left the Com- 
mittee after the first report was signed, and Mr. V. Narahari Rao 
took over as Chairman. 

From the outset we found that the task of valuing the ceded 
areas was in itself one of very great difficulty entailing consider- 
able study and investigation. We have now completed our enquiry 
and are submitting the results in this supplementary Report 

B 2 
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8. Schedule of Ceded Territories. — The territories with which 

we were concerned were those ceded, or permanently leased, by 
the following Indian States for the maintenance of a subsidiary 
force or by way of commutation for protection, viz. : — 

Hyderabad, 

Baroda, 

Gwalior, and 
Sangli. 

We have embodied in Appendix I a copy of the schedule of terri- 
tories furnished to us by the Foreign and Political Department. 
This Schedule had to be modified by us in the case of Baroda, 
Gwalior and Sangli subsequently, as a result of additional facts 
which came to light in the course of our investigations. The 
modifications which have been made in each case have been dealt 
with by us in our account of the respective cessions. 

4. Difficulties faced. — Amongst the several difficulties with 
which we were confronted, the two outstanding ones were (a) the 
identification of ceded territories, and (b) the collection of the 
necessary statistics and their utilisation. At the outset we realised 
that it was a matter of the greatest importance that we should 
definitely and clearly identify the ceded territories geographically 
in terms of their present situation and territorial distribution, as 
otherwise there was danger of our dealing with more or less than 
was ceded. In a number of instances the schedules of territories 
burnished by the Government of India, which were based on the 
Aitchison’s Treaties, were found to contain very meagre details 
and descriptions. Moreover the various cessions were in most 
cases made over a hundred years ago, since when considerable 
changes have taken place in the territorial organisation of districts 
partly as a result of fresh acquisitions and partly for administrative 
purposes, and this greatly impeded the work of identification. 
For instance a ceded ‘Taluka’ or ‘pargana’ no longer corresponds 
with a unit of administration of the same name, and it becomes 
necessary to see what additions to or deductions from the latter 
should be made in order to arrive at the actual cession. 

With a view to facilitating the identification in the doubtful 
cases, we obtained the names of villages as they existed at the 
time of cession wherever available, but in many cases we found 
that several villages could not now be traced ; that in some cases 
there were two or more villages of the same name; or that the 
spelling of the names had so altered in the period that had elapsed 
since the cession that the names could no longer be identified. 
Then again we found that the British Government were no longer 
in possession of some of the originallv ceded territorv, as thev 
had since exchanged it for other territory either with the State 
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making the original cession, or with other States. In some cases 
the matter was further complicated by the fact that the exchanges 
were coupled with the simultaneous exchange of non-eeded terri- 
tory between the parties concerned. 

A clearer conception of these difficulties of identification will 
be gathered from the remarks contained in the chapters dealing 
w T ith the Baroda cessions situated in the Bombay Presidency, and 
the Gwalior cessions situated in the United Provinces and the 
Central Provinces. We have done our best to solve the difficulties 
connected with identification by making the fullest possible use 
of all available records from the time of the original cessions, not 
only with the Government of India and the Local Governments 
but also with the Darbars concerned. We have also followed up 
carefully the various Land Revenue, Survey and Settlement and 
Administration Reports from the earliest times since British 
occupation, and these have been particularly valuable in a number 
of cases in leading up to the final identification. All this involved 
very laborious and patient research, and it frequently happened 
that after days of examination and scrutiny the search would prove 
to be fruitless, and oftentimes a clue would be found quite by 
chance from some straw remark in an old publication or record. 
The experience of the Local Governments who were requested 
to throw light on particular problems was verv similar. The 
difficulties which we experienced in collecting and utilising the 
necessary statistics, and the wav in which we have surmounted 
them have been mentioned in the next chapter. 

5. Our tours. — We visited Madras Bombay, Baroda, Gwa l ioi\ 
Ahmedabad and Surat. At, these places we had lengthy and 
valuable discussions with the officers of the Local Governments 
and with the political officers and representatives of the Darbars. 
Otherwise, we did the greater part of our work at headquarters 
in correspondence with Local Governments, Darbars, Accounts 
Officers and other local authorities. 

6. References. — Except where otherwise stated, the references 
in this Report f o Aitchison’s Treaties are to the 1909 edition. 



CHAPTER II. 

Principles and Methods o! .Valuation. 

7. We are required under our terms of reference to compute 
the net value of ceded territories at the present time, t.e., the 
surplus available after all expenses of the administration, in- 
cluding proportionate contribution to overhead administrative 
charges, have been met. We are specially instructed to take into 
account the allowance to be made for overhead charges in consi- 
deration of the amount of supervisory work which these territories 
entail. The bases of population or of area are not in themselves 
to be regarded as a sufficient criterion. We have experienced 
very considerable and varying degrees of difficulty in collecting 
the initial data for our calculations in respect of the several ceded 
areas. We have had to collect figures individually as a separate 
unit for each isolated tract of territory and the variety of problems 
confronting us will be readilv imagined when it is realised that 
the ceded territories are scattered over nearly forty districts, 
situated in six different Provinces and local administrations. 
Moreover, the size and importance of the units of calculations have 
varied from that of a semi-province like Berar, with an area of 
17,800 square miles and a population of nearly 3 millions on the 
one hand, and scattered and isolated villages of a few square miles 
on the other, with a population of barely a hundred. It has been 
a matter of no small difficulty to collect the ^ecessarv data of reve- 
nue and expenditure especially in the case of scattered villages or 
groups of villages comprising only a fraction of a ‘taluka’.* 

8. In the case of complete districts such as the ceded districts 
of Madras and Berar we have not had much difficulty in getting 
the figures of revenue accruing and expenditure incurred m the 
districts, as there is a treasury in each district which maintains 
the accounts of receipts and disbursements made in the district. 
The main problem which confronted us in such cases was the 
determination of principles for the apportionment of the overhead 
charges of administration In the case of units smaller than a 
district but comprising a whole taluka or tahsil there was similarly 
no great difficulty especially in Madras, as it was generally possible 
to collect from the taluka or sub-treasury accounts the necessary 
data. 

9. Tn the case of ceded territories consisting of isolated villages 
or groups of villages but not comprising a whole taluka or tahsil 
we have not be a n so fortunate, as the local records and accounts 
do not contain details of the revenues accruing under each head 

* In British Provinces, i ‘ District ’ is the ordinirv unit of oivil and revenue 
administration, whidi i< again sub-divi b' l into definite subordinate territorial 
areas, for revenue pu*nn*cs, rbnfl" into * taluka s ’ or ‘ tahsils \ A taluka or 
tahsil comprises a number of villages varying from about 40 or 50 to 200 approxi 
mately. 


( 6 ) 
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of account from each village, and the expenditure incurred therein 
under every head, except in regard to the receipts under ‘Land 
Revenue’ and in some cases ‘Excise’ and the payments to petty 
village establishments charged under the heads ‘Land Revenue’ 
and ‘General Administration’. As regards the remaining heads of 
revenue and expenditure we have had to make, with the help of 
data collected from the district officers, as intelligent an estimate 
as possible, of the shares of the district revenue and expenditure 
which may justly be regarded as appertaining to the ceded areas. 
Where the revenue or expenditure under any particular head when 
estimated bv the indirect method was intrinsically small we have 
ignored the figures as no great accuracy can be expected in such 
cases. 

10. Account years considered. — In our calculations of average 
annual revenue and expenditure we have, as far as possible, dealt 
with the actuals of the years 1926-27, 1927-28, ] 928-29 and 1929- 
.30 and the budget estimates of 1930-31. Where this has not been 
feasible, we have worked on the actuals of three years in some 
instances and in others, four years; but in all cases on the latest 
figures available. 

11. Customs, Salt and Imperial Excises. — For computing the 

revenue accruing from the ceded areas on account of Customs, Salt 
and Imperial Excises (petrol and kerosene), by the consumption of 
taxed articles or by the export of goods, we have obtained all 
available statistics of population, workers, production of rice and 
jute, and livestock in the individual areas. It was our intention, 
and in fact we attempted, to compute the revenue under these 
heads precisely in the manner adopted for the computation of the 
revenue accruing from Indian States as a whole, as described in 
Chapters II to IY of our earlier Report. In the case of compara- 
tively large tracts of ceded territories, for example, the Nizam’s 
cessions in the Madras Presidency and Berar no practical diffi- 
culties in the application of the methods outlined in the first 
Report became apparent. When we reached the stage of applying 
the same principles to very small areas and groups of villages, it 
at once became clear that so far as Customs Import duty is 
concerned it would be neither practicable nor fair to apply our 
earlier methods in their entirety and that some modification would 
be necessary to arrive at more accurate results. In fact the diffi- 
culties of applying our first scheme to individual areas were 
visualised by us even when our scheme was prepared, vide para- 
graph 31 of our first Report. The main practical difficulty which 
we encountered in nr-pKImjr our former scheme, especially to very 
small areas, was that of obtaining statistics particularly for the 
computation of duty under the factory categories, vide paragraph 
16 of our first Report. For instance while we could, with some 
difficulty, get statistics of workers connected with' cotton weaving. 
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statistics of production of woven goods are not available except for 
the largest centres. Apart from this we feel that the customs duty 
cm raw materials consumed in factories is ultimately borne by the 
consumer of the finished product and not by the manufacturer 
who pays it in the first instance. It would be fairer on the 
whole, especially in dealing with individual areas, to devise a 
scheme based generally on consumption. From this it follows 
that articles included in categories VI, VII, VIII and X of our 
earlier scheme, should be re-classified under one or the other of 
the remaining categories which are based on broad and general 
considerations (see paragraph 20 of our earlier Report). We have 
accordingly transferred the duty accruing from categories VI, VII, 
and VIII to category III that is to the group of articles mainly 
consumed in towns of 10,000 and over, as we consider this classi- 
fication the most appropriate under the circumstances. As a 
consequence of doing away with the factory category, articles in 
category X (i.e., coal, coke, etc.) have been merged with category 
IX. As regards category XI (liquors) we have grouped it with 
category V, that is, with articles mainly consumed in towns of 
20,000 and over. We have thus been able to obviate, as far as 
possible, the inaccuracies resulting from the unsuitability of apply- 
ing our earlier scheme to smaller areas. In our opinion, any 
further refinement of the scheme in its application to individual 
areas is an impossibility, unless one had an opportunity of making 
not only a detailed economic survey of India as a whole, but a 
comparative study of the relative wealth and standards of living 
of the component parts. We are inclined to think that the results 
of our scheme are sufficiently accurate on the whole, although we 
do not claim that the duty under each category can be exactly 
estimated. Our experience of such calculations shows that an 
excess under one category counterbalances a deficiency under 
another. 

11-A. It may be argued that our modified scheme, which is 
based mainly on consumption, will not yield results when applied 
to a territory with a Sea-board, which would correspond with the 
duty which such a territory could actually collect. In other words, 
the duty computed by us would not represent the amount which 
the State concerned could have collected had the territory not 
been ceded, assuming further that it was permitted to retain 
complete control over customs. Having regard to the general 
operation of customs policy and practice and the natural redress 
which the British Government could seek by the imposition of 
land customs barriers — which might well intercept, not only foreign 
imported goods in the form in which they were imported /but also 
goods made in the importing territory from foreign imported raw 
materials— it is extremely doubtful whether even a maritime State 
would be able to collect or retain more than the duty accruing 
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from the consumption 'of goods in its own territory. Tb© only 
ceded territories with a Sea-board, though mostly ineffective, are* 
the districts of Ahmedabad and Kaira. We do not feel justified 
in giving credit to these districts for an amount larger than the 
duty accruing from the estimated consumption of goods. ’ ' 

11-B. As regards exports we have adhered to the scheme 
outlined in the earlier report. 

We have embodied the statistics collected in connection wittv 
the computation of Customs duties and the result of our calcula- 
tions in Statements Nos. LXXXVIII to XCY. 

11-C. In the case of Imperial Excises we have given credit on 
the basis of a consumption of ’18 gallons of petrol per head of 
the population which is the average for India. 

11-D. In the case of Salt, we have worked on the basis of 
average of consumption in each Province with reference to Table 
No. XIII of our earlier Report. 

11-E. On the debit side under ‘Customs’ and Salt’ we have 
calculated the proportionate cost of collection of the revenue on 
the basis of the cost of collection of the total revenue, vide para- 
graphs 147 — 155 of our earlier Report, For population we have 
generally taken figures according to the 1921 census, as in many 
cases the figures of the 1931 census were not available and where 
available, were unreliable. We consider this to be correct as all 
our calculations in our first Report are also based on the census 
of 1921. 

11-F. In our earlier Report we have worked on the revenue 
figures of the year 1928-29 under ‘Customs’ and ‘Imperial 
Excises’. The contribution by ceded areas to these heads is, 
therefore, estimated for the year 1928-29. There was no excise- 
duty on silver in that year. 

12. General Principles of Calculation. — We state below the 
general principles which we have adopted in our calculations of 
the revenues and expenditure. The remarks have in some cases 
special reference to ceded areas not comprising a whole district or 
taluka, vide paras. 8 and 9 : — 

(a) Revenue under Provincial heads. 

I 7 — Land Revenue, VI — Excise . — -We have, in most cases, been 
able to get the actual revenue figures. 

VII— Stamps, IX— Registration.— We have had to take a pro- 
portion of the district revenue based on population where the actual 
figures were not available. 

VIII — Forest . — We have in most cases been able to get actuals. 



30 


XIII — Irrigation , Navigation , Embankment and Drainage 
Works for which capital accounts are kept . — Under receipts, we 
have generally been able to get the actual figures and as regards 
“working expenses” we have had to take a share of the working 
expenses of the whole system either on the basis of areas under 
irrigation or cultivation or on the basis of the receipts from the 
irrigation system. 

XI V — Irrigation 9 Navigation , Embankment and Drainage 
Works for which no capital accounts are kept. — Same as for 
XIII — Irrigation, Navigation, Embankment and Drainage Works 
for which capital accounts are kept. 

XVI — Interest. — Receipts under this head represent interest on 
loans by Provincial Governments and as the latter have to make 
corresponding payments on their own borrowings out of which tEe 
loans are financed, we have ignored this head as well as the cor- 
responding expenditure head “19 — Interest* \ 

XVII — Administration of Justice , XVIII — Jails and Convict 
Settlements , XIX — Police. — Where the actual figures of receipts 
have not been available, as they are in the case of ceded areas in- 
cluding important towns, we have allowed credit for a portion of 
the revenues of the whole district on the basis of population. 

XX — Ports and Pilotage. — None in ceded areas. 

XXI — Education , XXII — Medical. — In the case of ceded areas 
comprising fairly populous towns and villages in which Govern- 
ment maintains public institutions or contributes towards them, 
we have apportioned a share of the revenue of the district on the 
basis of population, and we have adopted the same basis for 
debiting the expenditure. Where we have been satisfied from the 
size of the population that little or no expenditure is likely to be 
incurred for their benefit under these heads, we have ignored both 
revenue and expenditure. 

XXIII — Public Health. — We have adopted principles similar 
to those under ‘Education’ and ‘Medical’. In certain cases local 
officers have been able to estimate both the revenue and expendi- 
ture connected with public health under the head ‘Vaccination’ in 
so far as it concerns villages. 

XXIV — Agriculture. — As we have adopted the area under culti- 
vation, wherever possible, as the basis for ehanriiur expenditure on 
^Agriculture’, we have adopted the same basis for crediting any 
Tevemne under this head. 


XXV — Industries . — Practically nil. 
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XXVI — Miscellaneous Departments . — Negligible except in the 
case of ceded areas with large towns. 

XXX — Civil Works — Actuals, if any. 

XXXIII — Receipts in Aid of Superannuation. — The revenue 
of the whole Province under this head has been taken into con- 
sideration along with the superannuation charges, in determining 
the net share of pensionary charges of the local government which 
should be debited to the ceded areas, vide paragraph 19. 

XXIV — Stationery and Printing. — We have taken the whole 
provincial revenue under this head into consideration along with 
the Charges in determining the share of the provincial expenditure 
under * ‘Stationery and Printing’ * which should be debited to 
ceded areas. We have treated the whole of the printing and 
stationery expenditure of the Local Government as an overhead 
♦charge. 

XXX V — Miscellaneous . — Almost nil. 

XL - E r!i\i‘>rd ! hary receipts. — None. 


13. (b) Expenditure under Provincial heads. 

5 — Land Revenue. — District officers have been able to give us 
the actual expenditure on account of village establishments and 
other timet expenditure incurred in the villages. In most cases 
they have also been able to suggest the share of the district over- 
head charges which should be debited either on the basis of land 
revenue or the area under cultivation. In other cases an estimated 
proportion of the total expenditure in a district under the head 
“Land Revenue” has been taken as the ceded areas’ share on the 
basis either of the actual land revenue derived from the ceded 
territory or of the area under cultivation. 

6 — Excise , 7 — Stamps , 8 — Forest , 9 — Registration . — The ex- 
penditure under these heads to be debited to the ceded areas has 
generally been estimated in the proportion of the revenue from the 
ceded areas to that of the whole district. 

8-i4. — Forest Capital Outlay charged to Revenue. — Actuals, if 
•any. 

14 — Interest on Works for which Capital Accounts are kept . — 
As far as we have been able to collect or estimate the figures on 
account of interest on works for which capital accounts are kept 
we have taken them under this head. We have exhibited 
separately where possible, outlay on works for which revenue 
accounts are kept and also for which no capital and revenue 
accounts are kept as well as the interest which may be charged 
on their account. 

XIII — Irrigation Works for which Capital and Revenue Ac- 
counts are kept — deduct working expenses ; 
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15 — Other Revenue expenditure financed from ordinary reve- 
nues — Irrigation . 

16- B. — Construction of Irrigation works financed from ordinary- 
revenues. 

We have not been able to separate the expenditure under these 
heads in the case of scattered and isolated ceded territories con- 
sisting of villages or groups of villages. We have dealt with the 
whole expenditure under these heads together. We have made a 
suitable addition to “works outlay* * on account of establishment 
charges in all ceded areas. 

15 ( 2 ) — Other revenue expenditure financed from famine in - 
surance grants ; and 

16-A. — Construction of Irrigation etcetera. — Works financed 
from famine insurance grants. We have exhibited separately the 
capital outlay, if any, or proportionate capital outlay. 

79 — Interest on Ordinary Debt (Provincial section). — As we are 
dealing with interest on works for which Capital and Revenue 
accounts are kept, separately, we have ignored this head, vide also 
remarks under XVI — Interest on the revenue side. 

SO — Interest on Other OV'yat'ons . — The total provincial ex- 
penditure is generally small under this head and as a Provincial 
Government only pays interest on balances of which it has the 
use, we do not consider any charge to the ceded areas legitimate 
or feasible of fair estimation. 

21 — Appropriation for Reduction or Avoidance of Debt. — Thi& 
is a charge adjusted for each Province as a whole by the Account- 
ant General. Having regard to the fact that we are estimating 
the up-to-date outlay on all assets and charging interest thereon, 
we have ignored this head. Moreover we have been unable to ear- 
mark any charge under this head as connected with any specific 
borrowing for ceded territories. 

22 — General Administration. — District officers have in most 
cases been able to give us the expenditure on village establishments 
charged under this head to which they have added a proportion 
of the district overhead charges on the basis of population. An 
alternative method followed has been to debit a proportion of the 
whole expenditure of the district under this head to the ceded 
areas on the basis of population. 

24 — Administration of Justice. — As the service under this head 
is universal we have felt that the debit of a proportion of the 
district expenditure on population basis is satisfactory and have 
generally adopted it. 

25 — Jails and Convict Settlements. — It follows from the method 
adopted under 24 — Administration of Justice that the district ex- 
penditure under this head should be distributed pro rata on popula- 
tion basis 



26 — Police . — A share of the district expenditure on population 
basis has been taken, 

27 — Ports and Pilotage . — There is no direct expenditure in 
the ceded areas, but see paragraph 18. 

30 — Scientific Departments. — There is no direct expenditure in 
most of the ceded areas. This head enters into calculations only 
under the provincial overhead charges, vide paragraph 181 

31 — Education. — Where the unit of calculation comprises a 
fairly large population including an element of urban population, 
we have taken a proportion of the district expenditure on popula- 
tion basis. In the case of purely rural populations of small villages, 
-except where definite grants for education are known to be made 
by Government, we have ignored this head altogether, as pro rata 
•calculations on mere population basis are misleading. 

32 — Medical. — Similar to “31 — Education”. 

33 — Public Health. — As the expenditure under this head bene- 
fits a district more or less uniformly, especially in connection with 
epidemic diseases, we have taken population to be a fair basis 
of distributing the expenditure under this head, except where 
abnormally heavy expenditure on sanitary works benefiting a 
restricted locality is included. 

34 — Agriculture. — Area under cultivation, and in the case of 
co-operative credit societies, the number of societies where such in- 
formation was available, have been adopted as the basis of distri- 
bution. 

35 — Industries. — Practically no charge is debitable in the case 
•of villages or groups of villages. 

37 — Miscellaneous Departments. — We have treated the whole 
of this head as a provincial overhead charge. 

41 — Civil Works. — We have debited under this head the cost 
to Government of maintenance of buildings and roads in the ceded 
areas. We have included also the average annual expenditure on 
original works — buildings and roads — during the last four or five 
years. We have further taken account of grants-in-aid paid bv 
Government to local bodies. These grants are largely on account 
of maintenance of roads transferred to the charge of local bodies. 
The expenditure on account of ‘establishment* and ‘tools and plant* 
has been taken into account under ‘Provincial* overhead charges. 

43 — Famine Relief — 

(A) Famine. — We have included such expenditure as has 

been incurred during the period reviewed by us, in 
our statements of up-to-date outlay on Famine 
Relief. 

(B) Transfers to Famine Relief Funds — We have treated 

the expenditure under this head under provincial 
overhead charges, vide paragraph 21. 
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45 — Superannuation Allowances and Pensions , 45- A. — Com- 
mutation of Pensions financed from ordinary revenues , 46 — Sta- 
tionery and Printing. — These heads have been dealt with under 
provincial overhead charges, vide paragraph* 18 and 19. 

47 — Miscellaneous . — We have treated the whole expenditure 
under this head as a provincial overhead charge. 

52 — Extraordinary Charges. — None in isolated ceded areas. 

14. Central Heads of Revenue— 

I — Customs . — We have estimated revenue accruing from con- 
sumption of imported articles in ceded areas, vide paragraph 11 

II — Taxes on Income. — Collectors have been able to give ua 
the actuals under this head. 

III — Salt. — We have estimated the revenue accruing from the 
consumption of salt, vide paragraph 11. 

IV — Imperial Excises. — This refers to revenue derived from 
petrol and kerosene, but in the case of small areas we have given 
credit for kerosene consumption only, the amount under other 
heads being negligible. See also footnote to paragraph 11. 

Central Heads of Expenditure — 

1 — Customs . — See paragraph 11 above. 

2 — Taxes on Income. — A proportion of the expenditure of the 
district has been debited to ceded areas on the basis of revenue 
accruing therefrom under IX — Taxes on Income. 

3— Salt . — See paragraph 11. 

23 — Audit . — This has been treated as an overhead charge and 
a proportion of the expenditure on audit in each province has been 
charged to the ceded areas on the lines indicated in paragraph 29. 

41 — Civil Works . — Central expenditure under this head consists 
of construction and maintenance of any central buildings in ceded 
areas. District officers have generally been able to furnish us with 
actual figures of expenditure if any. 

Items of revenue and expenditure excluded — 

We may add that we have dealt with the ordinary civil budget 
heads of revenue and expenditure and have not attempted to appor- 
tion any share of military, posts and telegraphs or railways revenues 
and expenditure to the ceded areas as these are outside our terms. 
We have also excluded purely local fund transactions from our 
calculations. 



CHAPTER III. 


Principles of allocation of overhead charges and miscel- 
laneous expenditure of a general nature. 

15. Besides the charges of administration actually incurred in 
any ceded territory, there are charges incurred outside it#, a share 
of which could be legitimately regarded as appertaining to the 
administration of the territory. In the case of ceded areas com- 
prising only a fraction of a district or a taluka, it is obvious that 
a considerable part of the expenditure of administration, excepting 
some direct expenditure on village establishments and works, 
would be actually incurred and accounted for outside the ceded 
areas, that is at the headquarters of the taluka, the district and 
the provincial government. It will be seen from the methods of 
calculation which we have adopted, that in all such cases we have 
considered the total expenditure incurred in each department 
affected, and after examining all the relevant factors and data 
available for determining the basis of allocation of a fair charge 
to the ceded areas, we have estimated the share which should be 
debited to the areas. In the case of a district, which consists of 
wholly ceded territory, e.ry., some of the Madras districts, there is 
of course no difficulty in taking the entire district charges as apper- 
taining to the ceded territory. In either case we have for conve- 
nience described the ceded areas’ share of the expenditure actually 
incurred in the districts, as * ‘Direct Charges”. In the preceding 
chapter we have explained how we have estimated the charges 
incurred within any district, which are debitable to ceded 
territories in the district. It will be necessary to add to 
these a share of the overhead charges of administration 
which are incurred mainly at the seat of the provincial govern- 
ment on account of the Governor, his Executive Councillors, 
Ministers, Secretariat, etc., and the Heads of Departments, e.g ., 
Board of Revenue ; Excise Commissioner ; Inspector-General of 
Civil Hospitals ; Director of Public Instruction ; Inspector-General 
of Police; High Court; etc., and also on account of Circle Officers 
such as Commissioners of Divisions, Deputy Directors of Public 
Health, Deputy Inspectors-General of Police, etc., who exercise 
control and supervision over more than one district. Other items 
of expenditure which we have regarded a s rather of the nature of 
overhead charges to be allocated on a provincial basis are Pensions, 
Stationery and Printing, Scientific Departments, Miscellaneous 
Departments, Ports and Pilotage and Miscellaneous. 

16. We have carefully scrutinised and analysed the details 
of expenditure incurred under each major head of pro- 
vincial accounts, and budgets of the several provinces we 
are concerned with, and extracted what we consider to be the 
items of overhead charges. After determining the average of the 

( 15 ) 
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provincial overhead charges under each major head or department 
for a number of years, we have apportioned the share of the 
charges debitable to the ceded areas on a basis appropriate to each 
case. Statements Nos. I to IV will give an indication of 
the nature of the charges we have regarded in the several 
provinces as overhead charges, and the formulae we have 
evolved for their distribution proportionately among the ceded areas 
in any one province on the basis which we considered to be appro- 
priate or feasible. We may add that we first elaborated our 

plan in Madras in connection with the ceded areas in 

that presidency, and that the Government of Madras and 

their Accountant-General, with whom we discussed our 

-scheme in great detail, accepted it as an improvement on 
the comparatively rough and ready scheme which they had 
adopted and which was based merely on the proportion of the 
number of ceded districts to the total number of districts in the 
whole presidency. Our scheme has been designed with the object 
of working out a share of overhead charges under each head, based 
more or less on some measure of work done by coni rolling and 
directing establishments or other similar equitable and appropriate 
considerations. We admit that our estimates of overhead charges 
can only be approximate, as they are based only on indirect calcu- 
lations. But we have tried to evolve a common sense scheme 
while taking full account of the nature of administrative activities 
represented by each account head. The representatives of the 
Baroda and Gwalior Darbars to whom we have explained our 
-scheme in detail have also accepted it to be as rational and scientific 
as the circumstances permit. 

17. We feel that we should give some brief explanation of the 
principles and reasoning underlying our scheme of apportionment 
of overhead charges. We summarise them below. For brevity 
and convenience we shall use the following svmbols in our subse- 
quent description which may be read with reference to Statements 
Nos. I to TV : — 

The symbol ‘O’ stands for the overhead and general charges of 
the province under any particular major head, 

‘o' stands for the share of the provincial overhead and general 
charges which’ are debitable to the ceded areas, 

‘E’ stands for the average expenditure of the whole province 
under the major head concerned excluding the provincial overhead 
and general charges under that head, 

‘T* stands for the total of all ‘E’s’ under all heads excepting 
“14— Interest on Works for which Capital Accounts are Kept ,” 
“15 — Irriaation ” , “19 — Interest”, “20 — Interest on Other Obliga. 
tions ” . “21 — Appropriation for Reduction or Avoidance of Debt”, 
“43 — Famine Relief ”, “45 and 45-A — Superannuation, etc.", 
*'46 — Stationery and Printing" and “47 — Miscellaneous” 
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‘e’ stands for the average estimated ceded areas’ share of 
penditure under the major head concerned, which is incured in the 
district containing the ceded area while ‘t’ stands for the total of 
all ‘e’s’ except under the heads “14— Interest on Works for which 
Capital Accounts are kept,’’ “15 — Irrigation’’ , “19 — Interest ”, 

••20— Interest on Other Obligations”, “21— Appropriation for Re- 
duction or Avoidance of Debt”, “43 — Famine Relief’, “45' ‘and 
45- A— Superannuation, etc.”, “46— Stationery and Printing” and 
“47 — Miscellaneous” . 

‘R’ stands for the average revenue of the province under the 
major head concerned. 

‘r’ stands for the average revenue of the ceded area under the 
major head concerned. 

‘P’ stands for population of the Province. 

‘p’ stands for the population of the ceded territories. 

Provincial Heads. 

18. 5 — Land Revenue. — Under this head we have taken the 
■ expenditure under heads such as “Central Survey Office”, Board 
of Revenue— Settlement”, “Inam Commissioner”, “Superinten- 
dence” — “Land Records”, “Expenditure in England” and “Gain 
or loss by ’ . i .' 1 ”, into consideration in connection with over- 
head charges. As we consider the amounts of both the revenue and 
expenditure of the Land Revenue Department to be a measure of 
the work and activities of its officers, we have taken both these 
factors into account. In consequence the share of ceded areas 
(viz., ‘o’) of the provincial overhead charges (viz., ‘O’) is deter- 
mined by the formula x °' 

6 — Excise, 7 — Stamps, 8 — Forest, 8-A. — Forest, 9 — Registra- 
tion. — For reasons similar to those given under 5 — Land Revenue, 
the same formula ° = jqpjjjxo wou ^ be applicable to the over- 
head charges under these heads. The nature of the charges we 
have taken into consideration will be clear from a glance at 
Statements Nos. I to IV. 

XIII — Irrigation — deduct working expenses : 15 — Irrigation . — 
The method of calculation of the charges adopted by us does not 
necessitate the separate calculation of overhead charges under these 
heads. 

22 — General Administration. — Besides expenditure in England 
we have taken into consideration “Heads of Provinces”, “Execu- 
tive Council” and “Ministers”, “Legislative Bodies”; Secretariat 
and headquarters’ establishments and Commissioners of Divisions 
where they exist, as provincial overhead charges. As these 
authorities control generally the activities of all branches of ad- 
ministration we feel that the total expenditure under all major heads 
excepting “19— Interest on Debt”, “20— Interest on Other Obliga- 
tion. s” , “21 — Appropriation for Reduction or Avoidance of Debt” 

o 
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‘‘45— Superannuation ’ ’ , "46 — Stationery and Printing’’ and 
"47 — Miscellaneous " , to be a fair measure of the control required. 
TEe ceded areas share of the provincial overhead charges will thus 
be o- t-xa 

24 — -Administration of Justice. — Besides “Expenditure in 
England” and “Gain or loss by exchange” we have taken expendi- 
ture on such items as “High Court”, “Administrator General” and 
“Government Advocate” into account. For distribution of these 
charges we have taken the proportion of the number of civil and 
criminal cases arising in the ceded areas to those of the whole 
province as the basis. This has, however, been possible only in 
the case of those complete districts for which statistics are avail- 
able. In the case of areas for which these statistics are not avail- 
able we have taken population as the basis of distribution. In the- 
case of the Bombay Presidency we have made allowance for the 
fact that the High Court at Bombay does not function for Sind. 

25 — Jails and Convict Settlements. — We have taken the num- 
ber of criminal cases as the basis of distribution where statistics 
were available, and in other cases, population. 

26 — Police . — We have taken the expenditure incurred in the 
Districts as the basis of distribution, that is, we have adopted the 

formula o=-~-xO. 

27 — Ports and Pilotage . — In the few cases affected we have 
distributed the entire expenditure under this head on a population, 
basis which is the only feasible one. 

30— Scientific Departments . — There is practically no direct ex- 
penditure incurred under this head in the ceded areas. In conse- 
quence the share of the expenditure incurred in a •Whole province 
has been calculated on the basis of population. 

31 — Education . — The overhead charges .under this head consti- 
tute, besides “Expenditure in England” and “Gain or loss by 
exchange”, such items as “Grants to Universities”, “Government 
Arts Colleges”, “Government Professorial Colleges”, “Special 
Education”, “Direction”, “Board of High School and Inter- 
mediate Education”, “District Examination”, “Committee for 
assisting the Bureau in London”, “Civil Engineering College”, 
“Book Depot”, “Other Miscellaneous Charges” and “Inspection”. 
We have adopted the population basis for distribution of expendi- 
ture under this head wherever we have considered it justifiable to 
assume that the population does derive some benefit from the ex- 
penditure. We have found that, in the case of Madras, the re- 
sults are very approximately the same as those obtained by 
adopting the actual expenditure incurred in the ceded areas, as the 
basis, of distribution of the overhead charges. 



32 — Medical, — Besides “Expenditure in England” and 

or loss by exchange”, we have taken into consideration for over- 
head charges such items as “Superintendence”, “Reserve Medical 
subordinates”, “Medical Schools”, “Mental Hospitals”, “Chemical 
Examiners” and “Presidency Hospitals”, "Medical Schools, and 
Colleges”, etc. Although in the case of “Superintendence”, the 
proportion of expenditure incurred in the ceded areas might be* a 
measure of the superintendence required, it would not be a correct 
basis for the distribution of charges under “Presidency Hospitals”, 
“Mental Hospitals”, “Medical Schools and Colleges”, etc. In 
the latter cases the ud\ant<igc which persons from ceded areas 
derive from these institutions varies inversely rather than directly 
with the facilities available in the ceded territories themselves. 
We consider population to be on the whole a sound basis for the 
distribution of these charges. We may mention that in the Madras 
Presidency the ceded areas’ share of overhead charges on the ex- 
penditure basis would be 8' 2 per cent, and on the population 
basis 9'37 per cent, of the overhead charges. 

33 — Public Health. — The overhead charges taken into considera- 
tion under this head comprise, besides the ■|;\u' , “.! | iurc in 
England” and “Gain or Loss by Exchange”, heads such as 
“Director of Town Planning”, “Research Institutes”, “Pasteur 
Institutes”, “Sgnitary and Deputy Sanitary Er<rineers”. While 
the expenditure on research institutes and supply of vaccine and 
serum would be more appropriately distributed on a population 
basis, that on "Director of Town Planning”, “Sanitary Engi- 
neers”, etc., would be more appropriately distributed on the basis 
of expenditure incurred on public health such as water supply and 
drainage, town planning, etc. A minute analysis and sub-divisiOn 
of calculation hap been impossible in the absence of data which 
were very difficult to collect. In the case of comparatively largo 
ceded areas we have found that both expenditure and population 
bases are equally good. In the case of small areas population is 
the only fair basis. We may mention, for instance, in Madras 
the expenditure basis resulted in a debit of 10'6 per cent, of the 
overhead charges while the population basis gave 9‘37 per cent. > 

34 — Agriculture . — We halve adopted the expenditure in- 
curred in the ceded areas as the basis of distribution of the 
overhead charges under beads such as “Expenditure in England”, 
"Gain or loss by exchange”, “Direction”, “Co-operative 
Registrars”, etc., while under heads like the “Agricultural 
College”, “Research Institute”, “Central Farm and College”. 
“Agricultural Engineering” and “Veterinary College”, we havfe 
adopted population as the basis of distribution as the advantage 
der|ved from these institutions by any territory may be roughly 
measured bv its population in a country the bulk of which consists 
of agricultural people. 
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SS^Industries : — In the case of this head, we have considered 
the expenditure incurred in the ceded areas to be the only feasible 
basis for the distribution of the provincial overhead charges. In 
cases where the ceded territory comprises a fairly large area with 
a considerable population, we have considered it proper to charge 
to the ceded territories a proportion of the provincial overhead 
charges on a population basis, although the direct expenditure in 
the ceded areas may be little or negligible. 

37 — Miscellaneous Departments . — Under this head, except in 
the case of Madras, we had no details of overhead charges. We 
have accordingly treated the whole expenditure as an overhead 
charge and apportioned it against the ceded areas on the basis of 
population. 

41 — Civil Works. — Expenditure in England has been treated as 
an overhead charge in all Provinces. Besides this we have, except 
in the case of Berar and Sironcha, regarded the entire expenditure 
of a province on “Establishment” and “Tools and Plant” debitable 
to the head 41 — Civil Works, as an overhead charge ancl we have 
distributed it in the proportion, which the works expenditure of the 
ceded areas (including grants-in-aid to local bodies) bears to 
the expenditure under the corresponding heads of the whole pro- 
vince. We have obtained our figures from the Finance and 
Revenue Accounts which contains also the necessary distribution 
of charges, between Irrigation and Civil Works, in the case 
of a province like Madras which has a combined Irrigation and 
Civil Works establishment, in th^ case of Berar, we have taken 
only a share of the Directing and Superintending offices into 
account as ‘overheads’ to be added to the actual expenditure in- 
curred within Berar. We may also add that in all Provinces we 
have treated the expenditure on residences of Governors, Ministers, 
Executive Councillors, Legislative Chambers, and Secretariat and 
other Headquarters’ Offices which are connected with the admi- 
nistration of the whole Province as overhead charges. We have 
distributed the expenditure under these heads on principles similar 
to those adopted under 22 — General Administration. 

46 — Stationery and Printing , 47 — Miscellaneous . — As these 
heads exhibit general charges which do not relate to the activities 
of any one department, we have for reasons similar to those given 
under “22 — General Administration” adopted the same formula 

In the case of “46 — Stationery and Printing” we have 

further taken the.net expenditure ; i.e., after deducting the average 
annual receipt under this head. 

Pensionary Liability. 

19. In calculating the pensionary liability of the ceded terri- 
tories we were faced with the fact that the ordinary expenditure 



under the head a§-—Smperenfiuatim A ll<He<mces and Pensidds in- 
curred in any particular district was really no accurate guide to 
the total liability incurred by Government as, in many cases, 
officers who earn their pensions in a particular district might not 
necessarily draw their pensions from the same district. Moreover, 
officers settling in England and in other Provinces draw pen- 
sions outside. We accordingly devised two different methods, 
viz . : — 

(1) of taking a proportion of total provincial expenditure 

under this head including 'Expenditure in England’ 
in the proportion of total cost of administration of 
ceded areas to the total cost of administration of the 
province after excluding heads like “19 — Interest on 
Debt’’, “Works outlay”, etc., which prima facie do 
not include charges on establishments, and 

(2) of calculating the liability with reference to the number 

of officers and their pay, and the amount of expendi- 
ture on pay of establishment in the ceded areas on 
the basis of rates prescribed for e .Vi „ pension 
contributions. 

While the second method is apparently more scientific, it is 
imperfect as it naturally cannot take into account the administra- 
tive officers or establishments who do not actually serve in the 
ceded areas but are none the less partially concerned with their 
administration. Under this method of calculation it would be 
necessary to know the number and class of each government officer 
serving in the various ceded areas and the average annual expendi- 
ture under pay of establishments, and also to work out a propor- 
tionate pensionary charge for all those officers, etc., who are only 
partially concerned with the administration of these areas. This 
method of calculation could never have been adopted, even with 
approximate accuracy in connection with the many isolated areas 
with which we had to deal, and in order to be consistent, after 
carefully considering both methods, we decided to work pn the 
first method of calculation. 

For pensionary liability, therefore, we have taken the net total 
pension charges in each province, including charges on account of 
commuted value of pension met from ordinary revenues after de- 
ducting average receipts under the head “XXXIII — Receipts in 
aid of Superannuation”. This net figure has been apportioned 
to the ceded areas in the same proportion as the total provincial 
expenditure under the other heads in the ceded Areas bears to 
similar expenditure in the province. In calculating the total pro- 
vincial and ceded area expenditure, those charges which have no 
connection with pensions, e.g., “Works” under “41 — Civil 
Works” and Debt Services have been omitted. 



We append in Statement No* XIX an illustration of the calcula- 
tions of pensionary liability by the different methods referred to 
above. 

Survey and Settlement Charges. 

20. In the course of our investigations in Madras, the local 
Government reported to us that an expenditure amounting 
approximately to Rs. 124 lakhs had been incurred on Survey 
and Settlement operations since the cession by the Nizam of 
the territories in the Madras Presidency. The Board of Reve- 
nue, Madras, were of opinion that it would be reasonable to 
charge interest on this expenditure as the growth of revenue 
could be largely accounted for as due to the Survey and Settle- 
ment operations. It would, however, be difficult to attribute 
the growth of revenue so much to Survey and Settlement opera- 
tions as to the existence of a settled government and the increase 
in the area of cultivation. Moreover, we are taking full account 
of expenditure incurred by the British Government on irrigation 
works and generally on the development of revenues. It would 
in consequence be more proper to regard the expenditure on Survey 
and Settlement operations as connected with the normal admi- 
nistration of the Land Revenue Department rather than as capital 
outlay, and to charge, therefore, a suitable average figure on the 
expenditure side of our account. The proposal to charge interest 
on up-to-date Survey and Settlement expenditure, besides charging 
a share of the average annual expenditure on Survey and Settle- 
ment would involve a double charge. It was finally agreed 
between the Government of Madras and their Accountant-General 
and ourselves that it would serve the needs of the case if a suitable 
average expenditure was charged. The question of the period 
over which the average should be struck was one which required 
special treatment. Expenditure under this head occurs whenever 
settlement operations are conducted, generally at intervals of 
thirty years. We considered that it would not be correct to take 
the average of the expenditure during the last 4 or 5 years as 
during this period there may or may not have been any survey 
operations of the ceded areas. We have, therefore, where possible 
taken the total cost of the latest survey and settlement of the area 
affected and divided this by 30 to arrive at the average annual 
cost. In the case of Madras we obtained figures of the expenditure 
on survey and settlements covering two operations and calculated 
the average annual charge according to the number of years covered 
by that period. In very small areas where the expenditure would 
have been insignificant or where, as in some cases, it was not 
possible to obtain figures we Have ignored this item. 

Payments to Famine Belief Fund % 

21. Under the Devolution Rules the various Provinces in which 
ceded territories are situated, are required to make provision every , 





year for the payment into the Famine Belief Fund of specifi&l 
sums of money subject to certain conditions. As the Fund is in- 
tended for the general purpose of meeting the expenditure on any 
severe calamity, we are inclined to think that the amounts set apsirt 
annually by the Local Government for payment into the Jbund, 
should be regarded as an insurance payment towards winch all 
parts of the Province should contribute. ,We consider it fair on 
the whole, to exhibit in our account a proportion of this expendi- 
ture based on the proportion of population of the ceded territories 
to the whole Province. Owing, however, to the prescribed' 
balances of the Famine Relief Fund having accumulated in certain 
Provinces, the full maximum contribution to the Fund is not being 
made by all the Local Governments. For our purposes we have, in 
respect of the Bombay and United Provinces Governments, taken 
the actual average contribution made by each Province to the 
Famine Relief Fund during the last four years from 1926-27, as 
ascertained from the Finance and Revenue Accounts, and debited 
a proportion of it to the ceded areas as indicated above. In the 
cases of Madras and the Central Provinces we have not taken the 
average of the last four years’ contributions but have taken instead 
the annual assignments as recently fixed under the Devolution 
Rules. We have done this because the average of the annual 
contributions would have worked out to a larger figure than the 
fixed annual assignment under the Devolution Rules as recently 
revised. 


Past Capital Outlay. 

22. We have been specially instructed in our terms of reference 
"to compile figures showing how far the value of the ceded 
territories has risen in consequence of works, such as, irrigation 
works carried out by Government subsequent to the Cession ; 
and also amounts of expenditure incurred under such items as 
Famine Relief , N etcetera”. The rise in the value of any territory, 
or what may be described as general progress, is due to a large 
number of factors interacting upon one another. The creation 
of a settled Government and peaceful conditions in the country 
are no less important in its development than the effect of capital 
outlay on irrigation and other works. We have, of course, no 
means of computing in terms of money the results achieved by 
the mere presence of peace and security in the land. 

23. As regards outlay incurred by Government since British 
occupation, which has resulted in the creation of permanent 
assets, we have endeavoured to collect as many details as possible 
in connection with the constuction of : — 

(i) Irrigation Works, 

(ii) Roads and Bridges, and 

(iii) Buildings. 
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We have also collected separately statistics of Famine Relief 
expenditure . It has been impossible to obtain complete figures 
in every case, as old records have been lost or destroyed. We are, 
however, generally satisfied that all existing important works 
have been taken into consideration by the local authorities in the 
collection of required data. The works which have' been taken 
into consideration are those which are actually situated in the 
ceded areas, or from which the latter derive some benefit. 

In the case of irrigation systems which serve not only a ceded 
area but also other territory, we have estimated the share ap- 
pertaining to the ceded areas by taking a proportion of the cost 
of the whole system based either on the proportion of the area 
irrigated in the ceded territory to the total area irrigated by the 
whole system, or, where these statistics are not available, on the 
basis of revenue. In the case of roads, where the original cost 
of construction and subsequent improvement of any road is not 
known, we have estimated the cost with reference to the average 
cost of construction with due regard to the physical conditions 
of the locality. 

Similarly, in the case of buildings where the original cost of 
construction is not known, the Local Governments have furnished 
us with the estimated cost or the present value. 

24. Irrigation Capital. — In the case of Irrigation, we have 
exhibited the whole up-to-date expenditure on original works in 
separate statements under each ceded area, and charged only 
the average annual cost of maintenance in the statements of 
average annual expenditure. In the case, however, of ‘Works 
for which capital accounts are kept’, we have also taken into 
account in the annual expenditure statements, the annual interest 
chargeable on account of these works under the head “14-Interest 
on Works for which capital accounts are kept”. No further charge 
on account of past capital outlay on these works is therefore neces- 
sary. As regards works for which no capital accounts are kept, 
it seems reasonable that ‘interest’ as worked out by us should be 
charged to the surpluses estimated by us for each area. 

25. Buildings and Roads. — As regards buildings and roads, we 
have taken into account in our general expenditure statements, 
the average annual expenditure both under ‘original works’ and 
‘repairs’. The capital outlay statements show, therefore, the out- 
lay incurred only up to the year 1925-26 or 1926-27 as the case 
may be. 

26. We have adopted the above procedure of including the 
average expenditure on original works on buildings and roads in 
the normal cost of administration under ‘41 — Civil Works’ to be 
consistent with the procedure suggested by us for charging interest 
on up-to-date outlay on the construction of buildings and roads in 
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ceded territory. Buildings constructed by Government are f re- 
quired for the normal administration of the country and cannot 
be regarded as productive outlay in any sense of the term. As 
regards roads, while it is true that they advance materially the 
development of trade and prosperity and in consequence benefit 
the revenues also, it could be argued that they are required equally 
for the purpose of administration and larger considerations, such’ 
as, defence. Moreover, the annual cost of maintenance of roads 
compared to the cost of construction is a much higher figure than 
in the case of buildings. If, therefore, a debit is made to the 
ceded areas, of a charge comprising the average annual expendi- 
ture on the maintenance and repairs of all buildings and roads 
together with the average annual cost of construction of new 
works, we are satisfied that the question of charging any interest 
in respect of past outlay need not be pressed. All the same, we 
have given figures of past capital outlay up to the year 1925-26 
or 1926-27, as the case may be, as also of the expenditure on 
original works since then, which has been included in our expendi- 
ture statements for the information of the authority which will 
hereafter deal with our Report. These figures will be useful in 
case a view different from ours is taken. 

27. Famine Relief. — We have been unable to get complete 
figures of past expenditure on Famine Relief from the time of 
the cessions up to the present day as obviously full records were 
not kept in the earlier years. We have had to compile our figures 
from such data as were supplied by the local officers, after checking 
and supplementing them, wherever possible, from the District 
Gazetteers and Famine Reports. While in some cases we have 
been able to analyse the expenditure on various objects, such as 
Irrigation Works, Roads, Gratuitous Relief and so on, in other 
cases we have had no data to' make the necessary analysis. 

As regards expenditure on works incurred during famines, one 
important feature is that the works could be executed at consi- 
derably less cost in normal times. Evidently this is due to the 
comparative inefficiency of labour during famine and the fact that 
the primary object of the operations is relief from distress. In 
compiling the statements of Famine Relief expenditure, we have 
endeavoured, as far as possible, to ensure that the statements do 
not include outlay on works separately included in any of the state- 
ments of works. We have calculated interest on Famine Relief 
outlay, but we are very doubtful whether the whole of it should 
be charged against the surplus revenues which we have worked 
out, except perhaps in the case of Famine Relief outlay od Irriga- 
tion Works. 

28. Calculation of Interest.— In the case of works for which 
capital accounts are kept, interest is charged in the regular anting 
accounts under the budget head “14— Interest on Works for which 
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capital accounts are kept.” The general rule of adjustment of 
interest is as follows 

(a) 'As regards capital outlay met out of specific loans raised 

by the Provincial Government, the rate of interest 
actually paid on such loans should be charged ; 

(b) As regards capital outlay provided otherwise than from 

borrowings at specific rates of interest, interest should 
be charged as follows — 

(1) In the case of outlay to the end of the year 1916-17, 
at the rate of 3‘3252 per cent., 

(2) In the case of outlay incurred after the year 1916-17 

at the average rate laid down in Buie 24 (i) (6) of 
the Devolution Buies, which will be communicated 
annually by the Auditor General. 

The above method of calculating the average rate of interest may 
be varied by a Provincial Government, if such \ariation tends to 
produce a more accurate result. In accordance with these Buies 
varying rates have been prescribed by the Local Governments as 
follows : — 


Bates obtaining in : — 



— 



Madras* 

Bombay. 

United 

Provinces. 

Central 

Provinces. 

■* 

Outlay incurred up to and including 
the year 

1916-17 

% 

3' 3252 

% 

3- 3252 

% 

3- 3252 

% 

3- 3252 

1917-18 . 


• 


3- 4730 

3- 4730 

5* 1979 

3* 4730 

1918-19 . 

. 

- 


3- 4818 

3* 4818 

5* 1979 

3’ 4818 

1919-20 




5- 9328 

5' 9328 

5* 1979 

5- 9328 

1920-21 . 




6- 1979 

5* 1979 

6- 1979 

5 1979 

1921-22 . 

• 



5’ 1979 

6- 1038 

6* 1038 

6- 1038 

1922-23 . 

. 



5* 1979 

5* 4800 

5* 48 

5- 4800 

1923-24 . 




5- 1979 | 

5-69 

5‘ 69 

6-6900 

1924-25 , 



• 

| 6* 08 

5* 85 

5* 93 

6-0000 

1925*26 



* 

5* 20 

5* 683 

5* 50448 

5- 6200 

1928-27 . 

, 



5* 52 

5‘ 64 

6* 759 

5 6100 

1927-28 . 




5 38 

5*49 

5* 64 

6-4100 

1928 29 . 


• 


rr 30 

5’ 41 

5*7 

6*3700 

1929-30 . 

• 

• 


5* 39 

5*32 

5 * 543 

6 2600 



In Madras, Bombay and Central Provinces it is tho practice to 
calculate the interest chargeable in any year at the rate of 3*8359 per 
cent, on all outlay incurred up to and including the year 1916-17, 
and at the flat rate prescribed for the year in which the adjustment 
is made for all outlay incurred from the year 1917-18 up to that 
year. That is to say, the interest chargeable for instance in 
Madras, in the year 1929-30 would be at 3‘3252 per cent. on'Outlay 
up to the year 1916-17 and at 5*39 per cent, for outlay incurred 
from the year 1917-18 to the year 1929-30. Similar procedure Is 
followed in Bombay and Central Provinces. In the United Pro- 
vinces, however, the rates shown against the several years are 
apparently adopted for cjiIh. 1 interest on the outlay of the 
particular year. In our statements we have calculated interest at 
the various rates, on the outlay incurred in the several years, and 
as the rate prescribed for each year has some relation to the average 
rate of borrowing up to that year, we consider our method of cal- 
culation yields fairer results for the purpose of our enquiry, although 
whether we take a flat rate for the entire outlay from the year 
1917-18 or the several rates, the difference in the results would be 
inappreciable. «■ 

We have adopted similar calculations in the case of all other 
outlay for which we have worked out interest charges, but where 
we have been unable to obtain statistics of outlay year by year, we 
have adopted a flat rate of 5 per cent. 

Central Heads o! Expenditure. 

29. Apart from the heads 4 Customs* and ‘Salt* the principal 
head of expenditure which concerns the ceded areas is ‘'Taxes on 
Income”. The expenditure figures under “Customs” and “Salt”, 
which represent a proportion of the cost of collection of the relevant 
revenues, include an addition for overhead and pensionary charges. 
The overhead charges relating to the head, “Taxes on Income” 
and also those of any other head, e.g., “Ecclesiastical” with which 
some of the ceded areas are concerned, follow the same principles 
as those adopted in the case of provincial heads of account and 
apportionment has been made on the basis of expenditure in each 
case, i.e.j according to the proportion borne by expenditure incurred 
in the ceded area to that incurred under the relevant head in the 
province. 

The following three central heads of account have been dealt 
with by us in the manner described below : — 

(i) 23 — Audit, 

(ii) 37 — Census, 

(iii) 45 — Superannuation Allowances and Pensions. 

(i) A udit .—Practically the whole of the expenditure on the admi- 
nistration of the Audit Department is incurred at the Provincial 
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Headquarters in the office of the local Accountant-General. We 
regard that a proportion gf the expenditure on the Accountant- 
General and his office together with a small addition on account 
of overhead charges of the Auditor General should be charged to 
the ceded areas. An exact allocation is extremely difficult, but 
we consider on the whole, that the proportion of the total expendi- 
ture of the ceded areas both under Provincial and Central heads 
to the total expenditure under all heads of account dealt with by 
an Accountant-General, will be a fair basis of allocation of expen- 
diture on Audit. We have indicated in some detail in statement 
No. V how the expenditure on Audit has been allocated to the 
ceded areas. 

In certain cases where it has not been possible to adopt this 
method satisfactorily, for example, Manpur and cessions in Ajmer- 
Merwara, we have included a charge of one per cent, of the total 
expenditure of the ceded area as an audit charge. 

(ii) Census . — Census is undertaken every 10 years and the ex- 
penditure is met by the central government. To the direct expen- 
diture incurred in the provinces on the last census we have added 
a share of the overhead charges, e.g., “Census Commissioner” and 
.Staff, based on the proportion of the direct expenditure of the 
provinces to the total expenditure on the census in India. The 
resultant figure which represented the expenditure of the province* 
on “Census” has been apportioned to the ceded areas on the basis 
of population, and one-tenth of this has been taken as representing 
an average annual charge. 

(iii) “Superannuation Allowances and Pensions ”. — There being, 
but few central heads of expenditure affected we have, where 
possible, calculated the pensionary liability of the ceded areas on 
the basis of the number of officers and the expenditure on pay of 
establishment on principles on which pension contributions are 
fixed. Where information was not forthcoming to enable this to 
be done individually for the areas concerned, we have worked out 
the pensionary liability of the Central Government for all the 
Central Government’s servants working in the whole province and 
allocated a fraction to the ceded areas in the proportion of total 
central charges of the ceded areas to the central charges under the 
same heads in the province. In doing this we have omitted the- 
beads “Customs” and “Salt” from the central charges as pen- 
sionary charges for those heads have already been taken into 
account in the “collection charges”. In the case of Audit we 
have calculated the pensionary liability for the officers and estab- 
lishments of the provincial audit offices on the number of officers 
and the expenditure on pay of establishment, and allocated a pro- 
portion of the result to the ceded areas in the same proportion as 
the figure of expenditure allocated under 23— Audit for the ceded 
areas bears to the expenditure under 23 — Audit relating to tho 
Province. 



CHAPTER IV. 


Territories ceded and leased by the Nizam of Hyderabad. 

30 Historical description — Cessions of 1800. — The territories 
ceded and leased by the Nizam to the British Government are 
situated partly in the Madras Presidency and partly m the Central 
Provinces and Berar. By the Treaty of 12th October 1800 , the 
Subsidiary Force with the Nizam was augmented with a vieVf to 
fulfilling the Treaty of General Defence and Protection.. For' the 
regular payment of the expense of the augmented Subsidiary Force 
(consisting of 8,000 infantry, 1,000 cavalry and their usual pto- 
portion of artillery) the Nizam assigned and ceded to the Hon pie 
the East India Company in perpetuity all the territories acquired 
by him under the Treaty of Seringapatam on the 18th March 
1792, and also all the territories acquired by him under the Treaty 
of Mysore on the 22nd June 1799, according to the Schedule 
annexed to the Treaty of 1800. [Aitchison’s Treaties (1929 edi- 
tion), Volume IX, pages 62 to 71.] Certain of the territories 
thus ceded being inconvenient, from their situation to the north- 
ward of the river Tungabhadra. an exchange was effected of lands 
yielding about Bs. 8,34,718 with the object of securing a well- 
defined boundary. The East India Company accepted the cessions 
as a full and complete satisfaction for all demands on account of 
the pay and charges of the augmented subsidiary force. The con- 
tracting parties also agreed that the cessions and the exchanges 
should “be considered as a final close and termination of accounts" 
between them with respect to the charges of the subsidiary force. 

31. A schedule of the territories ceded by the Nizam by the 
Treaty of 1800 in the terms of the present territorial and administra- 
tive divisions in the Madras Presidency and the Central Provinces, 
was prepared for us by the Government of India, in consultation 
with the Local Governments. We have found that the cessions of 
1S00 after taking account of exchanges effected in the same year, 
comprise at present : — 


the districts of — 

(1) Bellary, 

(2) Anantapur, 

(3) Cuddapah, 

(4) Kurnool, and 

the talukas of Madanapalle and Vayalpad in the Chitoor 
district : 


all situated in the Madras Presidency. 

32. Hyderabad Contingent— Cessions and assignments of 

1858. — Apart from the provision for the augmented subsidiary 

( 29 ) 
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force to which we have referred above, the Nizam had, by the 12th 
Article of the Treaty of 1800, agreed to furnish in time of war 
6,000 infantry and 9,000 cavalry to co-operate with the British 
Army, and to use every effort to bring the whole force of his domin- 
ions into the field as speedily as possible. The Nizam’s troops 
had proved very inefficient in the first Mahratta war, and after 
the conclusion of the campaign various schemes were, from time 
to time, proposed for their reform, but with little success. At 
length in 1813 one of the corps at Hyderabad mutinied, and in 
its place Chandu Lai the Nizam’s Minister raised two battalions, 
which were armed, clothed, and equipped like the Company’s 
troops. It soon became necessary to make advances from the 
British treasury for the payment of this contingent force of re- 
formed troops. Repeated demands for .repayment produced no 
results and in 1851 a territorial cession was demanded to liquidate 
the debt, which then amounted to upwards of Rs. 78 lakhs. A 
payment of Rs. 40 lakhs was at once made and the appropriation 
of the revenues of certain districts was promised to meet the re- 
mainder. The demand for a territorial cession was therefore with- 
drawn ; but no real improvement followed. The Resident at 
Hyderabad was obliged to make further advances for the payment 
of the contingent, and in 3853 the debt had again risen to upwards 
of Rs. 45 lakhs. Some new arrangement was therefore necessary. 
Accordingly in 1853, a fresh Treaty was concluded with the Nizam. 
“This confirmed all former treaties and agreements between the 
two Governments then in force, but by it the British Government 
agreed to maintain, in addition to the subsidiary forces, an auxiliary 
force called the Hyderabad Contingent, of not less than 5,000 
infantry, 2,000 cavalry and 4 field batteries of artillery. In order 
to provide for the payment of this force, and for certain pensions 
and the interest on the debt, the Nizam assigned in trust, districts 
in Berar, Dharaseo and the Raichur Doab, which were estimated 
to yield a gross revenue of Rs. 50 lakhs. It was also agreed that 
accounts should be annually rendered to the Nizam, and that any 
surplus revenue which might accrue should be paid to him. By 
this Treaty the services of the subsidiary force and the contingent 
were to be at the disposal of the British Government in time of 
war, and the Nizam was relieved of any further obligation in this 
respect. The contingent ceased to be part of the Nizam’s army, 
and became an auxiliary force kept up by the British Government 
for the Nizam’s use.” 

33. It was subsequently found that the provisions of the 
Treaty of 1853, which required the submission of annual 
accounts of the Assigned Districts to the Nizam, were pro- 
ductive of inconvenience and embarrassing discussions. To remove 
these and other difficulties and at the same time to reward tKe 
Nizam for his services in connection with the Mutiny of 1857, a 
new Treaty was concluded in December 1860. By this the deb? 
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of 50 lakhs due by the Nizam was cancelled; the territory of 
Shorapur, which had been confiscated for the rebellion of the Baja, 
was ceded to the Nizam; and the districts of Dharaseo and the 
Baichur Doab were restored to him. On the other hand, the 
Nizam ceded in full sovereignty certain districts on the left bank 
of the Godavari ; and agreed that the remaining assigned districts- 
in Berar should be held in trust by the British Government for 
the purposes specified in the treaty of 1853; but that no demand 
for accounts of the receipts and expenditure of the districts should 
be made. “Applications for the restoration of the Hyderabad 
Assigned Districts were made on more than one occasion, but for 
a long time the British Government declined to make any essential- 
alteration in the arr.-mtrcniciii- provided for by the treaties of 1853 
and 1860. Under British administration the revenue of Berar 
greatly increased and a large surplus was paid over to the Hydera- 
bad State under the Treaty provisions up to the time of their revi- 
sion in 1902.” 

34. On the 5th November 1902 an agreement was executed by 
the Nizam’s Government by which the Hyderabad Assigned 
Districts were leased to the British Government in perpetuity in 
consideration of the payment to the Nizam by the British Govern- 
ment of a fixed and perpetual rental of Bs. 25 lakhs per annum ; 
the Nizam’s sovereignty being recognised by hoisting his flag and 
firing a salute annually on his birthday. By this agreement, the 
British Government, while retaining the full and exclusive juris- 
diction and authority in the Hyderabad Assigned Districts, which 
they enjoyed under the treaties of 1853 and 1860, were empowered 
notwithstanding anything to the contrary contained in those trea- 
ties, to administer the Hyderabad Assigned Districts in such 
manner as they may deem desirable, and to redistribute, reduce, 
organise and control the forces composing the Hyderabad Contin- 
gent, due provision being made, as stipulated by Article 3 of the- 
Treaty of 1853 for the prptection of the Nizam’s dominions. The 
administration of Berar has since then been entrusted to the 
Governor of the Central Provinces and the Hyderabad Contingent 
as such has ceased to exist. 

35 . The territories ceded and leased by the terms of the treaties 

and agreements of 1853, 1860 and 1902 which we were required 
to value are as follows : — <• 

(a) the talukas of Bakapally, Bhadrachalam, Cherla, 

Albaka, Nugur, and Sironcha ceded under clause 8 
of the Treaty of 1860, which were placed under the 
Central Provinces Government, and 

(b) the Assigned Districts of Berar, which were perpetually- 

leased under the Agreement of 1902. 



In 1874 Bhadrachalam and Rakapally talukas were transferred 
to the Madras Presidency and they now constitute the taluka of 
Bhadrachalam in the East Godavari District. Albaka, Cherla and 
Nugur constituting the Nugur taluka of the East Godavari 
District were transferred to the Madras Presidency on the 1st of 
July 1909. 

36. Territories to be valued. — To sum up the territories ceded 
in perpetual sovereignty or leased to the British Government and 
valued by us consist of the following : — 

A — the Districts of — 

(1) Bellary, 

(2) Anantapur, 

(3) Cuddapah, and 

(41 Kurnool, and 

the talukas of Madanapalle and Yayalpad in the 
Chittoor district and Bhadrachalam and Nugur in 
the East Godavari District of the Madras Presidency 
and the taluka of Sironcha in the Chanda District of 
the Central Provinces. 

B — the leased territory consisting of the districts of Berar. 

37. Identification of ceded territory. — We had no great difficulty 
m identifying territories ceded by the Nizam as there have been 
very few transfers of territories, and such changes as have been 
made are definite and simple. The district of Anantapur was 
carved out of the former Bellary district in 1882, as the latter was 
unworkably large. Sometime ago three of the talukas of the 
Cuddapah district were taken away from it, viz., Kadiri, which was 
transferred to the Anantapur district, and Madanapalle and 
Vayalpad talukas which were transferred to the Chitoor district. 
Berar has always been a compact block of territory. 

38. In this connection we should mention the fact that we have 
included in our calculations the territory which formerly belonged 
to the Nawab of Kurnool. At the time of the cession of the Madras 
ceded districts to the British Government only four of the present 
eight talukas in the Kurnool District were ceded by the Nizam. 
The rest of Kurnool Tvas at that time in the possession of a Nawab 
who was tributary to the Nizam, and the latter’s suzerainty 
passed to the Company. In 1839 the Nawab rebelled and his terri- 
tory consisting of the 4 talukas of Ramallakota, Nandikotkur, 
Nandyal and Rirvel were annexed to the Kurnool district. We 
feel justified in giving credit for this territory which passed under 
the suzerainty of the British with the transfer of the ceded districts 
for if the transfer had not been made, the Nizam would have 



obtained possession of the Nawab’s territories on the latter’s deposi- 
tion Moreover the tribute, or “Peshcush” as it was called, which 
the Nawab formerly paid to the Nizam was ceded to the Bast 

lan/f the ■ Nizam under the terms of the Treaty of 

8UU. ihe Nizam was entitled to credit for the tribute or on its 
lapse, to its equivalent in the shape of the Nawab’s territory which 
was confiscated by the British. 



CHAPTER V. 

Nizam’s cessions in the Madras Presidency. 

39. * Condition ol the ceded districts at the time oi cession to 
the British. — We feel that our Eeport would not be complete if it 
did not include some account of the conditions prevailing in the 
ceded territories at the time they passed into British possession. We 
have accordingly endeavoured in our Eeport to describe the condi- 
tions as far as we have been able to gather them in the course of 
our investigations. In the year 1800, the ceded districts m the 
Madras Presidency were supposed to yield a revenue of sixty-three 
lakhs of rupees. They were placed under Major (afterwards Sir 
Thomas) Munro as the Principal Collector of the whole of these 
extensive territories with four sub-collectors under his immediate 
authority. For establishing the British authority in the ceded 
districts, Colonel Wellesley (afterwards the Duke of Wellington) 
was ordered to move with all the troops under his command to the 
ceded territory, and to detach a small portion of the troops in 
order to meet Major Munro’s unavoidable demand for military aid. 
Almost within a month after Major Munro had taken charge he 
reported as follows “By every report which has reached me, it 
appears that almost every poligar (i.e., Local chieftain), however 
insignificant, who had been expelled since the heginn'ng of Haider’s; 
usurpation, has been within these few years, permitted to resume 
the management of his district.” The subjugation of the poligars 
and the establishment of a well ordered government and the in- 
auguration of the revenue system which obtains at the present day 
was the greatest work of Munro, who later became the Governor 
of Madras. Munro enumerates 80 different poligars who were 
present in the ceded districts when they passed into the hands of 
the Company. Most of these were grouped round the more in- 
fluential poligars to whom they paid the same sort of allegiance 
as their nominal chiefs paid to the ruling sovereign power. Every 
one of them, however, petty his territory, kept up a mimic court 
and a small standing army of permanently appointed peons aided 
by a militia of relatives of these peons. These small standing 
armies were seldom paid, and the greater part of their earnings was 
gained by their depredations in time of war. During peace these 
bodies of peons continued their usual practices and earned their 
livelihood by pillaging border villages. The consequence was that; 
every village exposed to their ravages — and there were few which 
were not so affected — endeavoured to put itself in a state of defence 
sufficient to ward off these attacks. Tn most villages are still to 
be seen a ruined watchtower or the outline of a fort, and some- 
times the vestiges of turrets and bastions. Where a village was 

♦The description here refers in the main to the four districts of Madras. v*z. 
Anant-rpur, Hellcry, Cuddapah, and Kurnool which are still commonly hr.own 
«8 the *• Ceded Districts ”. 


( 34 ) 



35 


-wealthy or populous enough to be able to defend itself against the 
attacks of these border robbers, it advanced in the course pf a 
few years from the defensive to the offensive. “ The consequence 
teas that the ceded districts were nothing more than a nest of 
robbers, and the ryots and country people were tormented by a 
continual state of violence and rapine . It is almost impossible to 
imagine a country from which it would be more difficult to raise 
a permanent revenue ; for payment of any kind was exactly what 
every one from the highest to the lowest was the least accustomed 
tor . 

40. One of the difficulties confronting Miuiro at the outset was 
•the presence of bodies of the Nizam’s troops who refused to 
leave the country until their arrears of pay were settled. Munro 
did this at once leaving the money to be recovered afterwards. 
At the same time the poligars were kept in check by a proclama- 
tion declaring that every chieftain who garrisoned a fort, main- 
tained an armed force, or levied contributions, would be treated 
as a rebel. This was no mere threat, but was followed by posi- 
tive action against the poligars. The result of Munro* s administra- 
tion was that at the end of 1807 the Government acknowledged 
that “from disunited hordes of lawless plunderers and free-booters 
the people had so far advanced in civilisation, submission to the 
laws and obedience to the magistrates, as any of the subjects under 
•Government. The revenues were collected with facility; every 
one seemed satisfied with the situation, and “the regret of the 
people was universal on the departure of the Principal Collector”. 

41. The above account which has been gleaned from the past 
history of the ceded districts is important in showing the state of 
the country in which it was received from the Nizam and the work 
done by British Administrators, but for which the revenue from 
the territories would have been more nominal than real. 

42. Some important features of the ceded territories. — Except 
for the presence of the black cotton soil in some of the talukas 
of the ceded districts, considerable tracts are on the whole barren, 
imdnl:ii ing wastes. Much of the soil is so poor that it will not 
stand continuous cropping and is consequently more often fallow 
than under cultivation. Rainfall in the ceded districts is lighter 
than that of any other district in the Presidency. Possessing, 
therefore, an exceedingly light and withal uncertain rainfall, and 
being essentially a pastoral and agricultural territory where the 
soil is most of it poor and where the irrigation works, except to 
some extent in the Cuddapah and the Kurnool Districts, are almost 
all of them dependent upon local rainfall, the ceded districts are 
necessarily more than usually liable to disastrous seasons. The 
ma«s of the population being small landowners with no reserve 
of capital the failure of a single monsoon involves general distress. 
The magnitude of the risk to famine in the ceded districts of the 
Madras Presidency will be realized from tHe fact that in the twe 
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years of the great famine of 1876-78 more than one-fifth of tnt> 
inhabitants died of starvation or disease, from the effects of which 
the population had not recovered even by the time of the Census 
of 1U01. In the century during which the ceded districts had been 
a British possession, in addition to the numerous seasons in which 
things had been bad, but not bad enough to warrant State relief, 
there have been scarcities in 1800-04, 1805-07, 1824, 1884-85 and 
1900, and famines in 1883, 1854, 1866, 1876-78, 1891-92, 1896-97. 
As has been truly said “the unfortunate ryot had hardly emerged 
from one famine before he was submerged under another.” 

43. From the statistics of expenditure incurred by the British 
Government on famines in the ceded areas we have estimated that 
they have cost the State no less than Es. 383 lakhs in direct ex- 
penditure besides considerable amounts in loss of revenue. During 
the great famine of 1876-78 as much as 20 per cent, of the popula- 
tion was getting relief from Government. The British Govern- 
ment have done much to create irrigation works in the ceded areas 
and to improve those that already existed. A total amount of 
Es. 278 lakhs has been expended by them up to 1929-30 on the 
construction and improvement of irrigation works excluding ex- 
penditure on the maintenance of such works. Despite this, 
the greater part of the ceded areas are but poorly irrigated. We 
have embodied an account of the present condition of irrigation* 
of the ceded areas of Madras in Appendix No. II. 

44. Value of the ceded areas at the time of the cession. — 

The ceded areas situated in the Madras Presidency were, at 
the time of the cession in 1800 supposed to yield a revenue of 
Es. 71*81 lakhs. We have ascertained, however, from the Board 
of Revenue, Madras, that this amount was not realised at any 
time during the first decade of the British administration. In fact 
the land revenue collection during the year 1800-01, including the 
' peslicush 9 from the Nawab of Kurnool was only Es. 36’70 lakhs. 
In the course of 5 or 6 years under the collectorship of Lt.-Col. 
(later Sir Thomas) Munro the revenue increased to nearly 63 lakhs. 
Figures of expenditure at the time of the cession are not available, 
nor have we been' able readily to obtain definite statistics showing 
from time to time the rise in revenue and expenditure of tEes°> 
ceded districts. The Bhadrachalam and Ntigur talukas in the East 
Godavari district were shown to have given a revenue of Es. 15.508’ 
in 1861. It is not known what expenditure was then incurred on 
the administration of these talukas. 

45. Results of valuation. — The details, hv heads of account, 
of the average revenue and expenditure of the Hyderabad cession 
in the Madras Presidency, including proportionate overhead 
charges, will be found tabulated in Statement No. VI. Particulars. 



37 


'of outlay on irrigation, civil works and famine relief together with 
the amount of interest on such outlay calculated generally at the 
rates prescribed with reference to the date of expenditure, will be 
found in Statements Nos. VII to XII. The Statements of famine 
relief expenditure show how we have analysed this and calculated 
interest only on the ‘works* portion, excluding railway works 
with which we were not here concerned. 

46. It is perhaps of interest to note that the revenue and expen- 
diture figures originally furnished to us by the local government 
for the Madras ceded areas amounted to : — 

Central. Provincial. 

Ks. Rs. 

Revenue . . . . . . 10,40,624 1,84,46 977 

Expenditure ...... 2,82,281 1,57,61,332 

The above figures were those of the Accountant-General, 
Madras, and in forwarding them the local government pointed 
out that they did not include (a) expenditure on Survey and Settle- 
ment on the total of w 7 hich, viz Rs. 124 lakhs, they suggested, 
uiterest should be charged at 5 per cent., (b) interest at 5 per cent, 
on capital outlay on buildings and roads and famine relief expen- 
diture and (c) certain overhead charges for the year 1929-30 under 
several heads, e.g. — 

22 — General Administration — Legislative Council. 

8 — Forest — Forest College, etc. 

26 — Police — Police Training Schools, etc*. 

32 — Medical — Presidency Hospitals, etc., 
etc., etc. 

On account of interest on survey and settlement charges and 
capital outlay on w T orks and famine relief, the local government 
suggested an addition of some Rs. 45*28 lakhs to the expenditure 
figure, wdiile for the additional ‘overhead charges' referred to, 
they suggested an addition of 13*19 lakhs. 

This w T ould have altered the Provincial figures as follows : — 

Rs. 

(1) Revenue .... , 184-47 lakhs. 

(2) Erpenditure 216-08 lakhs. 

Deficit .... .. 31-61 lakhs. 

That is, the ceded districts in the Madras Presidency would, 
according to this, be producing a deficit of Rs. 31’61 lakhs per 
Annum to the Local Government. 
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47. On detailed enquiry into the calculations we found that the* 
overhead charges had been calculated by the local government at 
17*4 per cent, of the total charges for the Presidency; \ ths 
or 15*4 per cent, having been taken for the districts of Anantapur, 
Bellary, Cuddapah and Kurnool and 2 per cent, for the Nugur, 
Bhadrachalam, Madanapalle and Yayalpad talukas. This per- 
centage had been based on the number of Districts in the Presi- 
dency. This method would have been acceptable had all the 
districts been equal in size and population, and had the revenue 
and expenditure of all the districts been the same. We felt, how- 
ever, that this was a somewhat rough and ready method, which 
the Local Government and the Accountant-General adopted as the 
intention was to get the figures urgently for the first Bound Table 
Conference. Having regard to our special instructions ' . ■ v,, j 
overhead administration charges, we analysed the charges in great 
detail and elaborated the plan outlined in Chapter III. Similarly 
in the case of interest on capital expenditure and famine relief 
expenditure we analysed all the details and adopted the method of 
taking the varying rates of interest according to the period during 
which the expenditure had been incurred, as described in para^. 
22 to 28 as the more equitable. We had the advantage of getting 
the fullest possible details from the Accountant General, Madras, 
during our visit to Madras, and of settling a number of questions 
of principle in close consultation and discussion with him and the 
Local Government. The plan as finally adopted by us was 
accepted by the Local Government and the Accountant-General 
at Madras to be as scientific, on the whole, as the circumstances 
permit. 

48. The results of our valuation may be summarised as fol- 


lows : — 

T. — 'Revenue and Rxpen'fiture. 


G) Centra] — 

Revenue T Tnd'reet* ...... 

(ii} Pire^f ...... 

Rs. 

. 57 45,4°0 

5,°6,LO 

Total 

. P3.8 1.600 

Expenditure (\) Indirect ...... 

fib Direct 

2,34.200 

1,98,800 

Total 

4,23,000 

Surplus ......... 

59,0?, 500 

♦Customs , . ...... 

Salt ••••..«« 

Imperial excises, e. a.. Petrol and Kerosene . « 

Rs. 

42,50,200 

12,24,000 

2,71,200 


ffncorae tax and other heads. 
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<b\ Provincial — 


Rs. 

E ©venue 

Expenditure .... . 

1,81, 88, 100 
. 1,71,89,900 

Surplus ... 


9,98,200 

II. — Interest on Capital Ostia// and Famine 

Relief Works. 


Capital. 

Interest. 

(a) Irrigation — 

Rs. 

Rb. 

(1) Works for which Capital accounts aie kent. 

(Vide statement No. V II.) 

2,64,02,755 

8,93,600* 

(2) Works for which uo Capital and Revenue 9,o8,000 

accounts are kept including those for which 
only Revenue accounts are kept. 

( Vide Statements Nos. Y1II & IX.) 

48,400 

(b) Civil Works (Statement No. X) . 

(c) Famine Relief Works (Statement No. XH) . 

72,11,50 ) 
3,23, u, soy f 

2,84,800 

10,96,000 


* Already charged under *' 14— Interest ” and included under Provincial Ex- 
penditure.in Statement No. Yl. 

tin addition a sum of nearly Rs. 53 lakhs was spent on Gratuitous Relief. 
Interest, if charged on tLis would amount to about Its. lakhs. 

It is a matter for decision to what extent interest on account of 
(a) 2, ( b ) and (c) should be charged against the Provincial surplus 
which we have worked out, vide also paras. 22 to 28. 

49. We may mention also that the Government of Madras 
furnished us with two statements, which we have embodied in 
Statements Nos. XIII and XIV, the one containing a list of pro- 
jects in the ceded districts which were investigated and aban- 
doned and the other containing a list of projects under investiga- 
tion or consideration. We have no recommendations to offer in 
regard to these but merely produce them for information. In so 
far as any expenditure on such investigations may have been in- 
curred during the 5 years ending 1929-30 it has been taken into 
account under the major-head 15 — Irrigation. 



CHAPTER VI. 

Nizam’s Cessions in the Central Provinces. 

50. Sironcha Taluka. — The Sironcha Taluka which forms a 
part of the Sironcha Tahsil of the Chanda District in the Central 
Provinces was ceded by the Nizam under the Treaty of 1860. 
The history of the cession has already been dealt with by us in 
Chapter II. Sironcha, along with the talukas of Cherla, Albaka 
and Nugur at one time all formed part of the Sironcha Tahsil 
but, as stated in para. 35, the talukas of Cherla, Albaka and 
Nugur were transferred to the Madras Presidency in 1909, 
leaving the Sironcha Taluka as the only territory ceded by His 
Exalted Highness the Nizam in the Central Provinces. This 
area forms the southernmost portion of the Central Provinces and 
comprises what is now known as the old Sironcha taluka. It 
has a population of 25,000 odd but contains no large towns or 
factories. 

51. This territory not being a complete district or unit of ad- 
ministration, the details of revenue and expenditure were calculat- 
ed and furnished by the local government as far as possible from 
the accounts of the District in which it is situated. The provin- 
cial overhead charges have been calculated by ns in the manner 
described in Chapter III, and the detailed result will be found in 
the Statement No. XV. 

We have kept the figures in respect of this taluka separate 
from those of Berar as the latter territory, though acquired also 
from the Nizam, w r as not ceded but leased in perpetuity. 

52. Result of Valuation. — The following summarises the result 
of our valuation : — 

(a) Under * ‘central” heads — 

Rs. 

Revenue 20,300 

Expenditure ........ 2,100 


Surplus 18,200 

Of the above revenue figure, with the exception of a sum of 
Rs. 1,900 under II — Taxes on Income the whole represents 
indirect* revenue. TKe expenditure connected with the collection 
of indirect revenue amounts to Bs. 800 roundly. 


Rs, 

Customs 11,500 

Sa l h 5,200 

1 imperial Excises .... . , 1,700 


( 40 ) 
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(b) Under “provincial” heads — 

Rs. 

Revenue 1,51,700 

Expenditure . . , 1,42,700 

Surplus 9,000 

53. Past Capital Expenditure. — No large irrigation works have 

been constructed in this ceded area, in fact there has been no ex- 
penditure of any note on irrigation. The value of the taluka has, 
however, been enhanced by the construction of a road linking it 
with Chanda. The following roads in this area have been con- 
structed by the British Government : — 

13| miles of Chanda-Allapalli-Sironcha road ; a class I road. 
(Rs. 12,000 per mile). 

57 miles of Chanda-Allapalli-Sironcha road including branch 
to \hiri a class II- A road (capital cost Rs. 4,500 
per mile). 

12 miles of Sironclia-Asralla road (partially constructed at 
a cost of Rs. 11,740). 

54. Buildings. — We have ascertained that a capital outlay of 
Rs. 76.200 has been incurred on the few Government IniihVng* in 
thb a: which principally are : — 

(a) Civil hospital and connected buildings, 

( b ) Tahsil offices, and 

(c) Excise warehouses and inspector’s quarters. 

55. Famine Relief. — Expenditure of 3 lakhs odd was incurred 
on Famine Relief Works in the ceded area, the bulk of which was 
during the famine of 1899-1900. This expenditure, we have been 
informed, resulted in the creation of permanent assets. 

56. If it is decided that interest should be charged on past 
outlay on Civil works and Famine Relief expenditure, the follow- 
ing will be the interest charges, which we have calculated at varying 
rates of interest with reference to the year or years in which the 


expenditure was incurred, vide Statement XVI : — 

Capital Outlay. Interest. 
Rs. Rs. 

Roads (including road side rest-houses, 

etc.) 4.46,900 15,100 

Buildings 76,200 2,600 

Famine relief works .... 3,02,200 10,200 


27,900 


Total S, 25,300 



CHAPTER VH. 

Berar. 

57. Condition of Berar before British Administration. — The in- 
jury caused to Berar by the wars of the 18th century is stated to' 
have been wide and deep. Berar was described in Ain-i-Akbari as 
highly cultivated, and in parts populous, and in 1667 it was suppos- 
ed to be one of the wealthiest portions of the Moghal empire, but it 
fell on evil days before the close of the 17th century. Cultivation 
fell off just when the finances were strained by the long wars, 
and the local revenue officers rebelled ; the army became mutinous, 
and the Marathas easily plundered a province when they had 
severed its sinews by cutting off its trade. Wherever the Moghals 
appointed a Collector the Marathas appointed another, and both 
claimed the revenue, while foragers from each side exacted forced 
contributions, so that the harassed cultivator often threw up his 
land and helped to plunder his neighbour. The Marathas by 
these means succeeded in fixing their hold on the province ; but 
its resources were ruined, and its people were seriously demoralized 
by a regime of barefaced plunder and fleecing without the 
semblance of principle or stability. 

58. By the partition treaty of Hyderabad (1804) the Berar terri- 
tories ceded by the Bhonsla Baja were made over to the Nizam. 
Some of the tracts about Sindkhed and Jalna were also restored 
by Scindhia to the Hyderabad State. Although the treaty of 
Deogaon had put a stop to actual warfare in Berar, the people 
continued to suffer intermittently from the inroads of Pindaris and 
incessantly from misgovernment ; for the province had been restored 
to the Nizam just at the time when confusion in his territories 
was at its worst. “The Nizam’s territories”, wrote General 
Wellesley in January 1804, “are one complete chaos from the 
Godavari to Hyderabad”; and again, “Sindkhed is a nest of 
thieves ; the situation of this country is shocking ; the people are 
starving in hundreds, and there is no government to afford the 
slightest relief”. 

59. After the conclusion of the Maratha war of 1817-18, which 
did not seriously affect the tranquillity of Berar, the Marathas’ 
claim to “Chauth”* was extinguished. 

Between 1803 and 1890 the revenue of Berar had declined by 
one half owing to the raids of Pindaris and Bhils, while the ad- 
ministration was most wasteful, no less than 26,000 troops being 
quartered on the province. General Wellesley had advised, in 
1804, that the local governor should be compelled to reform his 
military establishment, foretelling the nffg r avnt*on of civil disorder 
by the sudden cessation of arms. The disbanded troops were too* 

* A share of the revenue. 

( 42 ) 
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strong for tne weak police, while the spread of British domination 
established order all round, and drove all the brigands of India 
within the limits of Native States. So Berar was harried from 
time to time by bands of men under leaders who on various pre- 
texts, but always with the real object of plunder, set up the stand- 
ard of rebellion. Sometimes the British irregular forces had to 
take the field against them, as, for mstance, in 1849, when a man 
styling himself Appa Sahib Bhonsla, eas-Raja of Nagpur, was with 
difficulty captured. 


60. After the old war-time came the “cankers of a calm world’’, 
for then began the palmy days of the great farmers-general at 
Hyderabad. The revenues were farmed successively to certain 
hankers and merchants w'hose management had greatly damaged 
the revenue of the district. It should be mentioned however that 
about the year 1825-26 considerable exportation of cotton from 
Berar was set up and cotton presses were established at several 
places. The subsequent history of Berar has been dealt with in 
Chapter TV. 

61. Condition of Berar from 1853-1902. — The history of Berar 
from 1853 to 1902 is marked by no important political events 
other than the changes made by the treaty of 1860. Financially 
and economically, however, Berar made great strides during this 
period. The management of Berar by the Nizam’s officials had 
been worse than the contemporary administration of the adjoining 
Nagpur territory, which was, during a long minority, under 
British regency, and was consequently well governed until it lapsed. 
There had consequently been wholesale emigration from eastern 
Berar to the district beyond the Wardha. WhenH3erar came under 
British management, the emigrants returned in thousands, espe- 
cially as the value of their lands had been enhanced by much of 
them having remained fallow for some time. This of course was 
onlv one of the several causes which it would be difficult to des- 
cribe in detail, whereby cultivation was restored and augmented. 
Then supervened the American Civil War which gave an extra- 
ordinary stimulus to the cultivation of cotton and general improve- 
ment of trade and standard of wages. A great export of cotton to 
Bombay was soon established : and as the importation of foreign 
produce was far from proportionate, much of the return consisted 
of cash and bullion, so that prices rose and the labouring and 
producing classes were rapidly enriched. At the same time a line 
of railway was being laid across the province, causing the einplov- 
ment of all classes of labour, skilled and unskilled. The people 
became prosperous and contend, and progress in all department® 
was vast and rapid. 
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62. The census report of 1881 showed material advance. Khe 
-cultivated area had increased by 50 per cent, and the land revenue by 
42 per cent since 1867. But although Berar escaped the widespread 
famine of 1876-78, the poorer classes undoubtedly suffered much 
hardship at that time, and cattle died by thousands for want of 
fodder. The next ten years were, on the whole, prosperous, though 
cholera, which generally appeared in an intense form every other 
year, caused great mortality. There was, however, an increase 
in trade, cultivation, and manufactures, and the population rose 
by 8 per cent. The next ten years preceding 1901 were not, 
owing to natural causes, marked by a general increase in prosperity, 
but the province displayed considerable stability and power of 
resistance. The decade was generally marked by unseasonable or 
deficient rainfall, poor harvests, sickness and high mortality cul- 
minating in 1899 and 1900, when famine was sore in the land. 
The population decreased By 5 per cent, during the decade. But 
notwithstanding all this, other statistics show steady progress and 
development. Cultivation had extended; the value of import and 
export trade had increased ; and the number of steam factories had 
risen by 84 per cent. 

63. The administrative changes made as a result of the agree- 
ment entered into with the Nizam in 1902 have been explained 
in Chapter IV. As a result of this arrangement the Nizam 
was insured a fixed payment of twenty-five lakhs of rupees per 
annum compared with a sum of eight or nine lakhs which was the 
average surplus paid to him under the former treaties. 

64. History of Berar finances. — The following figures, showing 
in thousands of rupees, the revenue collected under various heads 
in 1853-54, the year after the Assignment of Berar, indicate the 
principal source^of revenue under the Nizam’s rule : — 

Rs. 

Land revenue . . 19,15 

Frontier and transit dues 1,95 

Abkari . .90 

About 74 per cent, of the revenue raised by or for the Nizam 
represented the assessment on the land. Other relatively import- 
ant headings, such as transit and town duties and salt wells, have 
long since disappeared from the public accounts. 

Former methods of taxation were most oppressive, for the 
greater part of the province was usually leased out to bankers in 
payment of debts due to them by the Hyderabad State, and they 
levied what they could. All were not equally extortionate, but 
the uncertainty of their tenure offered no inducement to amelio- 
rate the condition of the cultivator, The last of these great 
farmers had to give up his lease in 1845 ; and for the next 8 years 


•Sayer, or town duties 

. 71 

r Salt wells , 

. 19 

( Miscellaneous 

. 22 
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the “khalsa land” was administered by officers of the Nizam’a 
Government, whose yoke was probably no lighter than that of 
the farmers. It was customary for an officer appointed to any 
administrative post to pay, on his appointment, a large donation r 
which he recovered from his charge. The people had scarcely 
recovered from these imposts, when the talukdars gained know- 
ledge of the Assignment to the British, and promptly raised the 
land revenue demand, in order that they might carry off as 
much as possible. So much had Berar suffered that, when it 
was “assigned”, the revenues of this rich province were estimated, 
by a Government, which certainly had no temptation to under- 
estimate them, at little more than 30 lakhs, while the actual 
collections of 1853-54 fell short of 26 lakhs. In 1860-61 they 
had risen to 40, and in 1869-70 to 83J lakhs.” 

65. The following figures show, in lakhs of rupees, the prin- 
cipal variations in land revenue collections since the Assignment, 
the years selected being those in which the variation has been 
most marked : — 

Rs. R„. 

1853-54 .... 19 1875-76 . . . .67 

1872-73 . . 53 1902 03 ... 74| 

Average of the years 1926-27 to 1930-31 107 

Collections in 1901-02 amounted to more than 89J lakhs, 
but this total included many arrears. The remarkably rapid 
increase in the course of the 20 years which followed the Assign- 
ment is attributable rather to the extension of cultivation than 
to enhancement of the demand. The excise revenue has 
similarly increased, but more gradually and less continuously. It 
reached 17 lakhs in 1891-92, but declined from that year onward; 
owing to the abolition, in the more populous parts of the province, 
of the out-still system on the introduction of a more elaborate 
system of excise administration. The disappearance of some 
heads of revenue from the public accounts has already been 
mentioned. Their loss has been much more than counterbalanced 
by the revenue raised from sources untapped under the former 
rule. Stamps were introduced in 1857, and by 1869-70 realized 
4'6 lakhs. In 1901-02 the income under this head amounted 
to 9’ 54 lakhs. The average income for the years 1926-27 to 
1930-31 was Rs. 26 '91 lakhs. Forest was another source from 
which the previous rulers drew no revenue ; but the control and 
administration of the forests was undertaken shortly after the 
Assignment, and forest revenue, which in 1869-70 was less than 
2 lakhs of rupees, amounted in 1903-04 to Rs. 6' 13 lakhs and 
is now in the neighbourhood of 13' 19 lakhs. Registration was 
first introduced in 1877-78. The discovery of new source? of 
revenue has been accompanied by the opening of new channels 
of exDenditure. Education was not provided by the State ti}I 
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1862, and ten years later the expenditure amounted to no less than 
■2J lakhs. In 1903-04 it was more than 5 lakhs and at present it 
amounts to something like Rs. 18 lakhs. Medical relief was 
also unknown before the assignment. In 1870-71 little more than 
a lakh was spent under this head. Rather more than 3 lakhs is 
now spent annually. The expenditure on public works increased 
steadily until 1892-93, when it reached nearly 15 lakhs. Since 
that time more rigid economy has been practised for some time 
with the result that the expenditure gradually declined for a while. 
The average annual expenditure on public works including new 
constructions as well as maintenance and repairs during the years 
1926-27 to 1930-31 amounted to 39 lakhs. 

66. A distinctive feature of Berar finance before the lease was 
the heavy military expenditure, which was necessarily an import- 
ant item, for the province was specially assigned for the main- 
tenance of the Hyderabad Contingent, a force which consisted of 
4 regiments of cavalry, 4 batteries of artillery, and 6 regiments 
of infantry. The expenditure on the contingent rose gradually 
from 31*32 lakhs in 1890 to 39 lakhs in 1901. 

67. The following brief summary of revenue and expenditure 
in Berar shows the growth from the year of the assignment, 
i.e.,1853: — 

(The figures are in lakhs of rupees.) 


— 

1833-54. 

1854-55 
( Hrst complete 
year after 
the 

assignment). 

1855-56. 

Revenue • • 

| 37*00 

43*21 

j 

43*06 

Expenditure * 

(') 3*77 

! 

9*19 j 

11-27 


(»/) 24*85 

32*42 j 

1 

30*74 

j 

Total Expenditure 

28-62 

41*61 

42*01 


(?) Represents cost of collection of revenue and establishment and other 
charges of administration. 


(?*) Represents payments due under the Treaty of 1853, the major portion 
of which , was on account of the Contingent. Details are not available, but in 
1855-56 the u payments to the contingent ” were 26*21 lakhs. 

N.B . — The above figures take into account Berar as at present constituted 
and other territories, c.y., the Raichur Doab area which in I860 were restored 
to H. E. fi. th a Nizam. 
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— 

1872-73. 

1899-1000. 

1901-02. 

Average of 
1926-27 to 
1929*30. 

Revenue * 

Expenditure--* 

* 

80*40 

* 

84*96 

• 

124-42 

Central. If 

54*68 

Provincial . 

200/03 

! 






Civil • 

26*62 

51'10 

55-41J 

3120 

155*69 

Military . , . 

30*39 

38-43 

37-83 


. . 

Public Worka • 

P. W. State Railway* 

8*00 

65 

| 10-45 

•• 

•* 

•• 

Total Expenditure 

65*66 

99*98 

93*24 

31*20 

155 09 


N.B . — Revenue and expenditure for a period between 1902-03 to 1925-26 cannot 
readily be stated as Berar figures are included in those of the Central Provinoea 
^hile the military portion is merged in the Army budget. 

* Military revenue included in these figures is insignificant — it ranged general- 
ly between 20,000 and 30,000 only. 

t Includes indirect sourceB. 

t Includes Public Works and all other expenditure except Military. 


Public Works and Famine Expenditure in Berar. 

68. Excluding the expenditure incurred by District Boards on 
public works the total capital expenditure incurred by the British 
‘Government on the construction of buildings and roads up to the 
year 1925-26 has been estimated to be "as follows: — 

B — Rs. 1 , Roads.— Rs. 1,09,32,087. 

Similar expenditure from 1926-27 to 1930-31 was : — 

(1) Buildings. — Rs. 19,84,272, (2) Roads. — Rs. 64,24,913. 

These figures do not include outlay separately incurred in con- 
nection with Famine Relief works. 

69. Besides several hundred miles of railways, Berar possesses 
1,298 miles of provincial roads which have been constructed at an 
approximate cost of Rs. 1,73,57,000. Their maintenance cost 
is about 8*35 lakhs per annum. The statistics of roads maintained 
by District Boards have not been furnished. It is needless to 
dilate on the great advantages which the spread of commnnica- 
tions have brought to Berar and facilitated its development. 

70. Irrigation . — Irrigation is rare in Berar except for garden 
•crops, which are irrigated almost entirely from wells. 

71. Famines in Berar . — Berar was for many years considered 

be specially favoured by nature ; and as recently as 1893 it was 





officially reported that no programme of relief works was required,, 
as the province was immune from famine. The administration 
was thus utterly unprepared to cope with the distress arising from 
scarcity when in 1896 the crops partly failed. 

Scarcity and famine in Berar, as in most parts of India, are 
due to the failure of the monsoon. The Melghat is more liable to 
famine than any other part of Berar, owing to the comparative 
poverty of the soil and the thriftlessness of the aboriginal cultiva- 
tors. The indications of famine have been generally slower to 
declare themselves in Berar than elsewhere, and the first warning 
of the calamity has been a sudden rise in the price of grain, owing 
to exports. The partial failure of the crops and the appearance 
of wanderers in sdarch of work are the next symptoms. In the 
famine of 1899-1900 immigration from the Nizam’s dominions 
where relief measures were imperfect, was so extensive as seriously 
to embarass the administration of Berar. * Had the history of Berar 
been more carefully studied “it is probable that the optimistic 
views held in 1893, would never have found expression ; for, thougL 
the province may have been, on the whole, more fortunate than 
other parts of India, there is ample evidence that it has, in the 
past, suffered severely from famine.’’. We obtained statistics of 
famine relief expenditure incurred by the British Government. 
We should however mention that the expenditure incurred up to 
the year 1901-02 amounting to Rs. 141 lakhs was adjusted by the 
Nizam’s Government partly at the time of payment of the annua] 
surplus and partly out of the rent of 25 lakhs payable from the 
1st April 1903. 


Interest on Capital Outlay. 

72. As in the case of other ceded areas we had intended cal- 
culating the interest on the capital outlay on buildings and roads, 
irrigation and famine relief works expended from the time of the 
assignment. After a careful examination of the position, however, 
we have established the fact that up to the year 1902 the surplus 
paid to His Exalted Highness the Nizam took into account all out- 
lay by the British Government in this area, and we therefore, consi- 
der that it would not be correct to charge interest on capital outlay 
up to 1902. Since that year the capital outlay on buildings and 
roads and the outlay on famine relief is not very large and in anv 
case calculations, on which a quit rent of Rs. 95 lakhs pavah 1 ^ 
from that vear to His Exalted Highness the Nizam, was based, 
show that the requirements of ordinary works expenditure on 
buildings and roads incidental to administration were included on 
tjhe expenditure si de. W e append, however, for information a 
statement (No. XVITip showing the outlay incurred in the past 
on buildings, roads and famine relief. 
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Results of valuation, 

73. The details by heads of account of the average revenue and 
expenditure 'of Berar; including proportionate overhead! charges, 
will be found tabulated in statement No. XVII. The result may 
be summarised as follows: — 


(i) Indirect ♦ 

Revenue • 

Expenditure 

(ii) Direct f 

Revenue • 

Expenditure 

(a) Central . 

• •••••• 

• V V* * * * * • • • 

• • f • • • • 

Rs. 

44,38,300 

1,51,700 

10,30,000 

29,68,400{ 


Total Revenue 
„ Expenditure , 

64,68,300 

31,20,100 


Surplus • 

23,48,200 


(5) Provincial , 


Revenue 

Expenditure 

• • ♦ ♦ « • • 

» • • » • • • 

2,00,02,760 

1,66,68,660 


Surplus 

44,34,100 


Revenue. Expenditure. * 

Rs. * Rs. 

♦Customs 
Salt 

Imperial excises 


{Represents revenue and expenditure under other heads than those * shown 
as ° Indirect ”. 

{This figure includes the annual payment of Rs, 25 lakhs made to H. E. H. 
the Nizam as quit-rent ior Berar. 


Totals 


36,04,200 

6,23,700 

2,10,400 

44,^8,300 


76,700 

75,000 

1,51,700 



so 


cmmoL vffi. 

ttonttrks— Htotm’a CmsUmw. 


74. We summarise below the final result of our valuation af 
all the territories ceded and leased by the tfizam : — 

(1) Cessions in Madras : — 




Be. 

(<*) Central Surplus • . 

• • 

smm 

(6) Provincial Surplus . 

• • 

9,98,200 

(2) Cessions in the Central Provinces . 


Rs. 

(a) Central Surplus 


IS, 200 

(ft) Provincial Surplus . , 

% • 

9,000 

Total of (1) and (2) : — 



(a) Central: — 


59,26,700 

(6) Provincial : — 


10,07,200 

% 

(3) Berar ( leased territory ) : — 



(a) Central Surplus 

• • 

23,48,200 

(6) Provincial Surplus . 

• • 

44,34,100 

The above figures do not take into account interest on the 
various items of capital outlay which are summarised in the state- 
ment on next page. See also paragraphs 22 to 28. 

Of the above figures of “central surplus”, the following net 
amounts are derived from “Customs”, “Salt” and “Imperial 
excises” : — 

Head. Madras. 

Sironcha. 

Berar. 

Rs. 

Es. 

Rs 

Customs •• •• •• 41,63,300 

11,300 

35,27,600 

gait •• •• •• 10,76,700 

4,600 

5,48,700 

Imperial Excises .. .. 2,71,200 

1,700 

2,10,400 
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75. ! Discussion with representatives of H. E. the Nizam V 
Government . — We wish to mention that His Exalted Highness 
the Nizam’s Government had desired to associate their representa- 
tives with the Committee in case a local enquiry became necessary, 
and they presumed that in any case a full opportunity would be 
given to them to scrutinize the figures sent in by the Local Gov- 
ernments. A copy of the statements and other information receiv- 
ed from the Madras Government together with our comments on 
those statements for the further consideration of the Madras Gov- 
ernment, was accordingly sent, to His Exalted Highness the 
Nizam’s Government through the Resident. They were also in- 
vited to send their representatives to Madras, where we were pro- 
ceeding in December 1930, to examine the details in consultation 
with the Local Government, the Accountant General and others, 
in case they desired to be present during our discussions and the 
examination of materials in Madras. The Nizam’s Government 
replied that they were unable to send any officers at that time, 
owing to the officers concerned being then in England at the first 
sitting of the Round Table Conference. We were, however, in- 
vited by the State to visit Hyderabad on our way back from 
Madras for informal discussions. We felt, however, that it would 
be better to visit Hyderabad when we had obtained also the re- 
quired statistics and figures in respect of the areas situated in the 
Central Provinces, namely,’ Berar and Sironcha. We, therefore, 
decided to postpone our visit to Hyderabad till after our projected 
visit to Nagpur, but the collection of the necessary information 
with regard to the ceded areas in the Central Provinces took a 
wery long time and was completed by correspondence, and our visit 
to Nagpur and Hyderabad did not materialise. When the figures 
relating to the Hyderabad ceded areas were nearly ready we were 
extremely pressed for time and could not proceed to Hyderabad 
much as we had desired to do so. We therefore, invited His 
Exalted Highness the Nizam’s Government early in October 3931 
to send their representatives to Simla to enable us to explain to 
them the data collected and the calculations made by ns before 
we completed our Report; but the Nizam’s Government at that 
stage replied in effect that as the Committee were unable to visit 
Hyderabad when the matters at issue could have been adequately 
gone into by the several advisers to the Government, they consi- 
dered that no substantial advantage would be gained by deputing 
representatives to Simla with the restricted obiect proposed. Hif 
Exalted Higbness’s Government intimated that they would re- 
serve their “scrutiny and criticism of the facts and fimwei 
to be presented by the Committee until a later stage and it 
any case until the return of the Hvderabad Delegation from 
London.” We should add that we would have been »Me to ex 
plain to the Hyderabad representatives wbaWer ma+^H we baa 
collected and worked upon in the same detail in Simla as in 
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Hyderabad if we had proceeded there. We might also add that inn; 
visit to Gwalior and Baroda was primarily for settling difficulties 
which arose in connection with identification, which happily did! 
-not arise in the case of the Hyderabad Cessions. 



CHAPTER XX. 

Territories ceded by the Chief of Sangli. 

76. Historical Summary. — The Sangli cessions date from th* 
time of the overthrow of the Peishwa in the early part of the 
nineteenth century. At that time Sangli was held by the Pat- 
;wardhans, one of the three large families, forming the Southern 
Mahratta Jagirdars. During the latter part of the Peishwa* 
rule the power of the Patwardhans had for some time excited 
the jealousy of the Peishwa who attempted to strip them of their 
rights. Rebellion was several times threatened and at last, in. 
1812, the Patwardhans asked for the interference of the British 
Government. Through the mediation of Montstuart Elphinstone 
the Patwardhan family, together with the other Jagirdars of the 
Southern Mahratta Country, were secured in their possessions 
on condition of rendering the stipulated service to the Peishwa, and 
the latter engaged to abstain from interference with their adminis- 
tration. 

At the time of the Peishwa s overthrow cNgjgrmciiU were 
concluded with the Jagirdars in 1819, by which the number of 
horsemen they had previously been required to furnish was 
reduced to one-fourth and in lieu of such service cash was to be 
paid at the rate of Rs. 300 for each horse, or land to that value 
was to be assigned The Chief of Sangli decided to cede lands 
instead of furnishing a contingent of 450 horse, and he therefore 
gave up lands vielding Rs. 1,35,000, vide the schedule at Appendix 
III. 

77. In this connection we should like to state an apparent 
difference between the case of the Sangli cessions and those 
made by Hyderabad or Gwalior for the maintenance of a subsi- 
diary or a contingent force. In the case of the latter States, the 
cessions comprise territories ceded partly for the maintenance of 
a subsidiaiv force by the British Government mainly for the 
protection of the state, and partly for meeting the cost of a con- 
tingent force which it was obligatory for the State to maintain 
for co-operation with the British forces in the event of the latter 
going to war with other powers. In course of time the contingent 
forces were taken over by the British Government for management 
and were indeed merged in the subsidiary forces (cf , Article 8 
of the 1860 Treaty with Scindhia, page 86 A itch i son’s Treaties 
Yol IV), or were abolished on the British Government merely 
guaranteeing protection (c/., Memorandum of Agreement with 
the Nizam, dated 18th December 1902, page 165 Aitchison’s 
Treaties, Vol. IX — 1929 edition). In either case, the contributions 
whether for a subsidiary force or for a contingent were for 
defence purposes, and we feel that they have been rightly 
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included in the Sc^eduie of cessions to be valued by us. The 
case of Sangli is somewhat analogous to the eoaatobu tion to a 
contingent force, but there is one essential difference. 
The territory held by Sangli was a “Jagir” grafted by toe 
Peishwa for certain stipulated service. The value -of the Jagir 
was calculated at Es. 6,35,000 (roundly) and for this he was liable 
to a service of 1,920 horse, vide foot-note to page 26 Bombay 
Government Selections No. CXIII (New Series). In July 1812 
the British Government by the Agreement of Punderpoor, (vide 
pages 267-8 Aitchison’s Treaties, Yol. VII) guaranteed along 
with other Jagirdars, Sangli’s inlegriU and non-interference from 
the Peishwa on the condition of his rendering the stipulated ser- 
vice. After the Peishwa’s overthrow the contingent was reduced 
to 450 horse — one-fourth of the number for the maintenance of 
which the Chief of Sangli held lands, and in view of the Chief’s 
prejudices to render service, he was permitted to cede territory 
in lieu of service as explained in paragraph 76. If the tenure 
of the Jagir was itself dependent on the rendering of the stipu- 
lated service, or if the Jagir was held in consideration of the 
service, the question would arise whether it would be strictly 
correct to regard the Sangli cessions on the same basis as those 
made by independent sovereign States. On the other hand, it is 
clear that the British Government were anxious in those difficult 
times not to interfere with the Southern Mahratta Jagirdars but 
to maintain their integrity. Having regard to this, it would be 
difficult to draw any distinction between the Sangli cessions and 
those made by other States in lieu of a contingent force. We 
have felt bound to state this aspect of the cessions. 

78. For purposes of valuation we have dealt with the Sangli 
cessions separately, i.e., according to the Districts in which they 
are situated, viz . : — Dharwar } Belgaum and Bijapur, all in the 
Bombay Presidency. 


Sangli Cessions in Dharwar District. 


79. Description.- -Items 1, 2, 4 and 5 of the statement of 
cessions at Appendix TIT are all situated in the Dharwar District 
of Bombay Presidency, viz . : — 


(a) Pargana New Hubli 

( b ) Pargana Turns . 

(c) Pargana Bumogntta . 

(d) Sardeshghat of Gopunkop . 


a total of 113 
Ks. 1,19,048. 


villages, valued at the time of 


. 47 villages. 

. 50 

. 11 

. 5 * 

the cession at 


As the Collector of the District found it impossible to trace all 
the above villages from his records he accordingly addressed the 
Dewan of Sangli in the matter. The Dewan, we have been 
informed, after consulting the l^t of present villages in the 
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iTalukas of Hubli, Kalghatgi and Bankapur, furnished the 
Collector with an authentic list which put the identity of the 
majority of the villages beyond doubt. The identity of 5 villages 
viz., (1) Gudigol Yellapur, (2) Gurankop, (3) Vadigeri, (4) Yellapur 
Khurd (Inam) (5) Hulgankop, was obscure but the Collector has 
traced them with some difficulty and furnished particulars in 
regard to 104 villages including the Sardeshghat of Gopunkop). 
'As this was nine villages short of the total shown in the schedule 
appearing at page 273 of Aitchison’s Treaties, Yol. VII, we made 
further enquiries and found that the difference was due to the 
number 113 including 9* “Mazzas’ , or hamlets, as regards which 
we were informed, no separate accounts were kept, the income 
and expenditure of these being included in the villages to which 
they were attached. All but one of these hamlets was traced by 
the Collector. 

80. Population. — The population of the ceded villages is stated 
to be 37,597 which is approximately 3-5 per cent, of the District 
population. This figure, however, does not include the population 
of three villages, viz. : — Bidnal, Virapur and Yellapur as for census 
purposes these are merged in the Hubli Borough. The differ- 
ence on this account, however, would be negligible. Bigures of 
revenue and expenditure for these villages have however been 
furnished. 

The area is industrially backward there being no large towns 
among the ceded villages, nor any factories or workshops w T orth 
mentioning. 

81. Sardeshghat of Gopunkop. — We have been informed that 
the five villages shown against “Sardeshghat of Gopurkop” did not 
originally belong to the Chief of Sangli, and that what was ceded 
to the British Government was the right of the Chief to certain 
revenues and “flaks’ * of those villages. As, however, we have been 
unable to ascertain exactly what proportion of the revenues of 
these 5 villages comprised the right of the Chief, we have treated 
all the villages as if they had originally been ceded. Vv T e feel that 
the difference on this account would be immaterial and cannot affect 
the result to any extent. The gross value of the cession made 
under this head in 1819 was Rs. 14,400 (roundly) and the net 
Rs. 13,000 (roundly). It is apparent that the Chief’s rights should 
have embraced practically the entire revenue, for so large an amount 
to accrue from only five villages The revenue and expenditure of 
the five villages in question are merged in the figures we have given 
for cessions in Dharwar. 

82. Results ol valuation. — We have made a careful examina- 
tion of the figures of revenue and expenditure furnished to us by 
the Collector. We have found that under the revenue heads 

♦The number of hamlets was originally 10, hut one was converted into » 
village. 




“Land Revenue”, “Excise”, “Stamps”, “Forest” and “Regis- 
tration” the actual revenues of the villages have been reported by 
the Collector. Under “XVII — Administration of Justice” we have 
taken on a population basis, a proportion of the district revenue, 
from figures furnished to us by the Accountant General, Bombay. 
Similarly under the heads “Jails”, “Education”, “Medical” and 
4 ‘Public Health” we have taken a proportion of the district revenue 
based on population. Under “Agriculture” we have taken a pro- 
portion of the agricultural and veterinary revenue of the District 
in the proportion of land revenue accruing from the ceded villages, 
while under “Co-operative Societies” we have taken a proportion 
based on population. 

Under expenditure heads the Collector has shown a sum of 
Rs. 53,200 against “5 — Land Revenue”. As the expenditure for 
the whole of the Dharwar District under “5 — Land Revenue”, 
according to figures furnished by the Accountant General, is 
approximately Rs. 76,000 per annum, it is obvious that the cost 
of collection of land revenue from the ceded villages, can not be 
Rs. 53,200 especially when the Land Revenue itself is only ‘5 per 
cent, and the population 3‘5 per cent, of the district figures. 
Besides this the Collector has allocated a sum of Rs. 33,850 under 
22 — General Administration, and it is obvious that there is an ele- 
ment of double charge. As the Collector’s figure under “5 — Land 
Revenue” undoubtedly takes into account a proportionate share of 
“General Administration”, instead of taking the Collector’s figure 
we have taken a proportion of the entire district expenditure under 
the former head on the basis of land revenue collected in the ceded 
villages. As regards “22 — General Administration” we have 
taken a proportion of the district expenditure on the basis of 
population of the ceded areas. The result under “5 — Land 
Revenue” is Rs. 3,800 and under “22 — General Administration” 
Rs. 41,000 roundly. Other changes in the Collector’s statements 
of expenditure are of minor importance and follow generally the 
principles enunciated by us in Chapter II. 

83. The result of our final calculations of the Dharwar cessions 
will be found tabulated in the Statement No. XX. 

Under “Central” heads the result is : — 


Rs. 

Revenue 31,000* 

Expenditure ......... l,600f 


* Itid ; re n J — Rs. 

Customs 17,700 

Salt . 7,600 

Imperial excises ........ 2,000 

Total . 27,900 

DiVQctr— 

Income-tax 3,100 

tCu atoms . , » 400 

Salt 900 

Taxes o n Inoomo ........ 300 

1,600 



Under ‘provincial* heads the result is : — 

iu. 

Revenue 2,22,400 

Expenditure 1,68,700 

The above figures do not include the addition on account of 
“overhead* * and other general charges which have been 
added for the Ssngli ceded territories situated both in the Belgaum 
and Dharwar Districts. These are detailed in the Statement No. 
XX. We have not included any expenditure on account of Survey 
and Settlement of these villages as no information in regard to this 
was forthcoming. 


Fast outlay on Irrigation, etc. 

84. Irrigation. — The only irrigation in this area is by tanks. 
We have been furnished with particulars of the amounts spent 
from time to time on the repair and maintenance of these tanks. 
The total of this expenditure amounts to Es. 1,14,465, and we 
have calculated the average annual expenditure , «ovd : iiu r to the 
number of years over which this expenditure was spread in each 
case. The average amounting to Es. 2,900 p. a. has been charged 
under the head ‘15 — Irrigation’. The only past outlay incurred 
on original ivorks was a sum of Es. 2,304. The interest on this 
figure being only Es. 76, we have ignored it. 

85. Buildings. — There are two district bungalows at Trimalkop 
and Tadas and one Best House at Narayanpur erected from Gov- 
ernment funds. The recorded value of these is given as Es. 10,201, 
3,838, and Es. 3,159 or a total of Es. 17,198 or Es. 17,200 
roundly. The interest on this expenditure would amount to 
Es. 600 roundly. ( Vide Statement No. XXI). 

86. Roads. — We are informed that the total length of the 
metalled and unmetalled roads in this ceded area is 29 miles and 
248 feet, and 2 miles 7 furlongs and 330 feet respectively, and 
the cost of their construction at the rate of Es. 10,000 and 
Es. 5,000 per mile respectively, would amount to Es. 3,05,200^ 
roundly. The interest thereon has been calculated at the flat 
rate of 5 per cent, and works out to Es. 15,300. The average cost 
of maintenance has been charged under “41 — Civil Works”. 

87. Famine.— There is no local record of any expenditure on 
this account in the ceded area. We find, from the Famine 
Report of the Bombay Presidency for the years 1899-1902 that 
there was no expenditure in the Dharwar District on famine relief 
works or on gratuitous relief. In fact according to this Report the 
Dharwar District seems to have escaped the ravages of that great 
famine. 
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88. — According to th* Schedule at page 273 «!> 

Aitcbisoa'a Treaties, Vol VII ( vide Appendix No. HD seven 
villages only were ceded, including a hamlet under the 

heading Shahapur pargana. In connection with the identified* 
tion of these villages, however, we were informed by the Bombay 
Government that 8 villages and not 7 were originally ceded from 
the Shahapur pargana. This is borne out by Begulation No. VH 
of 1830 published by the Government of Bombay; and the Com- 
missioner of the Central Division of Bombay (Alienation Branch 
at Poona) has also verified that 8 villages were ceded to the 
British Government. The villages in question are : — 


1. Kudchi 


5. Muchandi. 


2. Kanabargi. 

3. Chandanhosur. 

4. Dhamne. 


6. Yuldail (now shown as Yalebail). 

7. Modge. 

8* Chan d gad. 


All these are situated in the Belgaum taluka of Bombay Presi- 
dency. The gross revenue at the time of cession, consisting only 
of Land Revenue was Rs. 9,322 and the cost of administration 
Rs. 633 leaving a net revenue of Rs. 8,689 ( vide Appendix No. 
III.) 


89. Present Revenue and Expenditure.— The present revenue 
and expenditure on account of these villages under the several 
heads of account, calculated in consultation with the Collector of 
Belgaum will be found in Statement No. XX. Under “Central” 
heads, apart from the small figure of Rs. 800 which represents 
net revenue under “Income-tax” the revenue and expenditure 
figures are those calculated by us in respect of “Customs”,. 
“Salt”, and “Imperial excises” as explained in paragraph 11. 

90. Under “provincial” heads the only direct revenue is 
derived from “Land Revenue’*, “Excise’* and “Forest”. 

Under the other revenue heads a share of the district revenue 
has been apportioned on the basis of population. On the 
expenditure side, the figure under “5 — Land Revenue” includes 
the proportionate share of the district expenditure under “22 — Gene- 
ral Administration” ; we find that the figure which was worked out 
by the Collector, had been obtained by taking a proportion of the 
'district expenditure under “5— Land Revenue'* on the basis of 
actual revenue, and of the district expenditure under 22 — General 
Administration on the basis of population. Apart from this the* 
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figures of the district or the taluka have been ^apportioned to the 
ceded area generally on population basis. The figures furnished 
Hby the Collector included a proportionate amount for pensionary 
liability, and we have therefore, added nothing on this account 
•except in respect of the provincial overhead charges. 

Under “central” heads the revenue is Es. 9,000* and the ex- 
penditure Es. 300 only while under “provincial” heads, the figures 

are : — 


Revenue 53,400 

Expenditure 33,500 

(excluding Provincial overhead charges). 

91. Survey and Settlement. — We have been informed that' a 
sum of Es. 965 represents the total proportionate expenditure on 
the last revision settlement. No information as to the cost of 
other settlements is forthcoming. The amount of Es, 965 divided 
over a period of thirty years, the normal period of a settlement, 
is a small figure which we have ignored. 

Past Capital outlay. 

92. Irrigation. — Except for sqme 14 tanks situated in the 
vicinity of the ceded villages, for which no capital or revenue 
accounts are kept, there is practically no other irrigation in this area. 
A sum of Es. 15,000 approximately was estimated to have been 
spent by the P. W. D. on the maintenance and repairs of the 
tanks since the time of the cession; but in the absence of parti- 
culars of capital outlay we have not calculated anything by way 
of interest. A sum of Es. 200 roundly has been included in the 


Rs. 

* Indirect — 

Customs ......... 7 5,700 

Salt .... 1,900 

Imperial Excises 600 


Tot»l . 8,200 

Direct— 


Income lax • 800 


Total . 0,000 
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ordinary annual expenditure under 1 ‘Irrigation* * (vide Statement 
No. XX). This represents the average of the expenditure incurred* 
on these tanks during the last thfce years. 

93. Buildings. — There are no Government buildings in this- 
ceded area. 

94. Roads. — A portion of the Belgaum-Korkop road runs 
through the ceded villages. We were informed that this is a 
metalled road and that the average capital cost of construction 
per mile may be taken at Es. 3,300. The estimated outlay on 
2 and 5/8th miles of this road running through the villages is 
Es. 8,660 and the interest on this amounts to Es. 300 per annum. 
vide Statement No. XXI. 

95. Famine Relief. — We have been informed that there is no 
record of any famine relief expenditure incurred in the ceded 
villages. We feel, however, that it was unlikely that these 
villages did not benefit in some way from the expenditure incurred 
in the great famine of 1890-1902 which extended over practically 
the whole of the Bombay Presidency. We have accordingly cal- 
culated a proportion of the expenditure incurred on famine relief 
during that famine in the Belgaum District, based on population. 
The estimated share of the ceded villages of the Famine expendi- 
ture amounts to Es. 6,400 on relief works and Es. 900 on 
gratuitous relief. Particulars of other famines are not available. 
Interest at the rate of 3*3252 on the famine works expenditure 
of Es. 6,400 amounts to Es. 200 roundly. Interest on the 
gratuitous relief expenditure would be negligible. We have no 
information in regard to any other famines. 

Sangli cessions in Burdol. 

96. In this case what was actually ceded by the Chief of 
Sangli was only the “Chauthai Amal” or right to a certain share 
of revenue and not the villages themselves. The position was 
examined by the Commissioner of the Central Division, Poona, from 
the records of the Alienation Office and is described by him briefly 
as follows : — 

The ancestors of the Chief of Sangli used to receive the 
“Chauthai Amal ,f from 30 villages of the Pargana in question, 
while the Peishwa received the jagir and Sardeshmukhi Amal 
from those villages. From a statement for 1773 it appears that 
the “Chauthai Amal” amounted to Es. 11,696-3-0. Instead of 
having this amount paid from the revenue of the 30 villages 
referred to, a share in the land revenue of the following 16 villages 



to 


from tint p&rgbn* equal in value to the ‘‘Ghantbai Amal” ttae 
#Mgped by the Peighwa to the ancestors of the Chief of Stffigh 


JL 


Name of village. 

Total Land 
Revenue. 

Land Revenue 
asMgriad to the 
Chief of Sangli 
in lieu of the 
former Chauthai 
A***l 

Jagi* Amal W>* 
aadgritf to fflto 

Chiefof Sangli. 



Rs. 

A. 

*. 

Rs* 

A. 

r. 

Rsu 

A. 

*. 

!• nitvmrgL * 

* 

1,090 

0 

0 

82 5 

0 

0 

625 

0 

0 

' 2. Yelgi . 

• 

115 

0 

0 

n 12 

0 

86 

4 

0 

3. Nir-Ankalgi 

• 

1,639 

8 

0 

204 

15 

0 

1,434 

9 

0 

4, BeWatgaon . 

# 

2,800 

0 

6 

2,800 

0 

0 

• • 



5. Shirdhon 


1,000 

0 

0 

1,000 

0 

0 

• • 



6. Babied 


800 

0 

0 

800 

0 

0 

. . 



7. Halhalli 


800 

0 

0 

800 

0 

0 

.. 



S. Nimbafgi 


1,600 

0 

0 

800 

0 

0 

800 

0 

0 

9. Nandargi 

• 

800 

0 

0 

400 

0 

0 

400 

0 

0 

10. Sankh . 

• 

600 

0 

0 

300 

0 

0 

300 

0 

0 

1 1. Kanur 

• 

2,000 

0 

0 

1,000 

0 

0 

1,000 

0 

0 

12. Bardol 


2,000 

0 

0 

500 

0 

0 

1,500 

0 

0 

13. Satalgaon • 


1,500 

0 

0 

375 

0 

0 

1,125 

0 

0 

14, Govindpur . 

# 

525 

0 

0 

131 

4 

0 

393 

12 

0 

15. Umraj 


4,000 

0 

0 

1,000 

0 

0 

3,000 

0 

0 

16. Hathalli 


1,650 

0 

0 

1,031 

4 

0 

618 

12 

0 

Total 


22,879 

8 

0 | 

11,696 

3 

0 

11,183 

5 

0 


97. The share due to the ancestors of the Chief of Sangli from 
the first 3 villages referred to above, seems to have been aligned 
by him in inam to certain individuals, while the share due to him 
from the remaining 13 villages amounting in the aggregate to 
Rs. 10,937-8-0 was ceded by him to the British Government in 
1820. The number of villages, however, has been shown as 16 
in the statement at page 273 of Aitchison’s Treaties, Vol. VII and 
Appendix No. Ill, and this is probably incorrect. 

Note. — The Sardeshmukhi Amal amounting to 12 1/2 per cent, recoverable 
from the above villages was reserved by the Peishwa. It was levied at the above 
percentage on the total land revenue of each of these villages. 



This figure of Ba. 10,937/8/0 representing revenue assigned by 
the Chief of Sangli in respect of 13 villages tallies with that given 
in Aitchison’s Treaties, Volume VII, page 273. In view of the 
fact that a share of the land reventfe albne “was ceded, We have 
confined our valuation in this particular case tb the head ‘V — Land 
Bevenue’ on the revenue side. On the expenditure side, we 
have estimated the expenditure on account of these villages under 
the heads ‘5 — Land Bevenue’ and ‘22 — General Administration’. 
We feel justified in taking into consideration the head ‘22 — General 
Administration’ as the expenditure charged under that head, 
namely^ charges of District Administration, Taluka Establishment, 
etc. , are closely related to revenue administration. The total reve- 
nue and expenditure under these heads for the 13 villages in question 


3UT6 as follows : — 

- 

Rs. 

Revenue : — V — Land Revenue , 

• • • 

31,080 

Expenditure : — 5— Land Revenue 

• * • 

2,464 

22 — General Administration 

. 

7,200 

Total Expenditure 

. 9,664 


Surplus 

21,416 


98. On the basis of Sangli’s original share in the villages and the 
total value of the villages at the time of the cession the fraction of 
the surplus which should be credited to Sangli would be 10,937 
divided by 20,075 or approximately 54'4 per cent. The credit on 
account of the ceded rights in Bardol Pargana would therefore, 
be 54 '4 per cent, of Bs. 21,416 or Es. 11,600. 

Summary, 

99. The final result of our valuation of all the Sangli cessions 
including a share of the overhead charges of the Presidency which 
we have added in Statement No. XX may be summarised as 
follows : — 


(a) Central. 

(i) Indirect. 



Revenue. 

Expenditure. 


Rs. 

Rs. 

Customs 

. . . 23,400 

500 

Salt , • • 

9,500 

1,100 

Imperial Excises . 

. . . 3,200 

•• 


Total . 36,100 

1,600 


w — — v— 




Net surplus 34,500 



34,500 
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(ii) Direct. 

Be. 

Revenue ......... 3,900 

Expenditure ,£♦[?. f 3,100 

Net surplus • 800 


(b) Provincial. 

(i) Dharwar and Belgaum villages. 

Rs. 

Revenue 2,76,800 

Expeuditure , 2,67,300 

Net surplus . 18,600 

(ii) Burdol (net) . 11,600 

Total Provincial surplus . 30,100 


The above figures do not take into account interest on items 
of Capital outlay which are summarised in the Statement No. XXI, 
and which total Bs. 16,400, on past outlay on buildings and roads 
and famine relief. 



CHAPTER X. 

Baroda Cessions. 

100. Brief history of events leading to cessions of territories 
by the Gaekwar to the British. — Anand Rao, the eldest legitimate 
son of Govind Rao, succeeded as Gaekwar in September 1800. 
He was of weak intellect and his position was soon disputed by 
his illegitimate brother Kanhoji and the latter’s old ally Malhar 
Rao. At the time of the accession of Anand Rao the Arab 
mercenaries, who were originally brought into the State by Fateh 
Singh Rao in distrust of his own soldiery, had quickly made 
themselves masters where they had been introduced as armed 
servants. Large additions to their numbers had been made by 
Govind Rao and Anand Rao. All the fortified posts throughout 
the State were held by them at the time of Anand Rao’s accession. 
These mercenaries were ready to fight for any individual or party 
who would make them the most fair promises or who seemed to 
them most likely to assure the continuance of privileges already 
in their possession or their enlargement. Anand Rao and his 
Minister Raoji Appaji were actually afraid of the Arabs, whom 
they had used for the suppression of Kanhoji. Both Anand Rao 
and his rival Ivanhoji’s party appealed to the Bombay Govern- 
ment. When Raoji Appaji, on behalf of Anand Rao Gaekwar, 
threw himself on the protection of the British Government, he 
agreed on the 15th of March 1802 to receive a subsidiary force 
from the Bombay Government, and to cede the Chauth of Surat 
and the pargana of Chaurasi on being supported against Malhar 
Rao ( vide pages 31-33 Aitchison’s Treaties, Volume VIII). 
Kanhoji’s party offered in addition the surrender of Chickly. The 
Bombay Government decided to act in favour of Anand Rao, and 
in April 1802 a force from Cambay entered Kadi and established 
Anand Rao’s authority after defeating Malhar Rao. This was 
the first of the many services rendered to the Baroda State by 
the Bombay Government, who did not delay to claim an ample 
reward. 

10L Cessions of 1802. — After the reduction of Malhar Rao, the 
Convention of the 15th of March 1802 was reduced to a formal 
treaty confirmed by the Gaekwar in a separate written agreement 
on the 29th of July 1802 ( vide pages 33-35 Aitchison’s Treaties, 
Vol. VIIT). The Convention of the 15th March 1802 contained 
a stipulation, which was confirmed by subsequent engagements, 
that the British Government should assist the Gaekwar in reduc- 
ing his Arab mercenaries. These troops had become all powerful 
in his territory and even kept the Gaekwar in arrest. Thev cost 
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the State about three lakhs a year, but the Gaekwar was power- 
less to discharge them as he owed them arrears of pay amount- 
ing to Rs. 29 lakhs, and the current revenues of the year were 
mortgaged. The money required for this purpose was advanced 
to the Gaekwar, by the British Government on territorial security. 
The reduction of the mercenary troops was not, however, effected 
without bloodshed. After this the Gaekwar agreed to receive a 
subsidiary force and ceded for its maintenance districts yielding 
Bs. 7,80,000 ( vide Agreement with Anand Rao in 1803 supple- 
mentary to the Treaty of March and June 1802, pages 57-58 
Aitchison’s Treaties, Vol. VIII). All these engagements were 
subsequently consolidated in the Definitive Treaty of 21st April 
1805 by which also the subsidiary force was increased ; territories 
and funds yielding Rs. 11,70,000 were ceded for its support; and 
lands yielding Rs. 12,95,000 were assigned for the payment of 
the Gaekwar’s debts to the British Government, which amounted 
nearly to Rs. 41 lakhs. The Gaekwar bound himself to submit 
hig pecuniary disputes with the Peishwa to the arbitration of 
the British Government ; and generally his relations with the 
British Government were defined ( vide pages 61-67 Aitchison’s 
Treaties, Vol. VTII). By the third Article of this treaty a sub- 
sidiary force of 3,000 regular native infantry, with one Company 
of European Artillery, and two Companies of gun-lascars was to 
be stationed in the Gaekwar territory, and to be supplied with the 
necessary military equipment. 

By the fourth Article, the subsidiary force was at all times 
to be ready to execute services of importance, such as the pro- 
tection of the Gaekwar’s person, the chastisement of rebels, and 
a part of it was, when the English Government thought such a 
measure necessary, to proceed to Kathiawar. 

By the fifth Article, the Gaekwar ceded in perpetual sovereignty 
to the Hon’ble Company territories and funds as follows in pay- 
ment of the whole expense of the subsidiary force : — 


The Pargana of Dholka 


Rs. 

4,50,000 

„ „ „ Nary ad 


1,75,000 

„ „ Vijapur 

. 

1,30,000 

,, „ » Mattur 


1,30,000 

» „ „ Monde . 

. 

1,10,000 

The Tappa of Karree 

. 

25,000 

The Kim Katodra 


50,000 

Warat on Kathiawar 


1,00,000 


Total 

11,70,000 


By the sixth Article the previous gifts of Chaurasi, Chickly, 
Surat Chauth and Kaira were confirmed to the Hon’ble Company 



in perpetual sovereignty. Article seVefa piovidefl ‘ tot c^tain 
territorial and other guarantees for loans advanced by the Hoh*bW 
Company. 

We have taken account of the cessions made for the subsidiary 
troops under the fifth Article of the Treaty, in our calculations 
after making allowance for subsequent exchanges as will be 
shown later. 


102. Additional cessions of 1808* — After several years* experi- 
ence, it had been found that the cessions of territory for the pay- 
ment of the subsidiary force did not produce the amount of 
revenue calculated. The Gaekwar made good the deficiency as 
follows (vide memorandum dated 1808 on pages 69-71. Aitchison*s 
Treaties, Vol. VIII and pages 144 to 147 of <k the Guicowar and 
his relations with the British Government** by Lt.-Col. R. 
Wallace) 

Rs. .4. Pi 

(1) Release of the Warftt of Mir Kammaluddin on 50.000 0 0 

Neryad. 

(2) lR&vcnuesr of Dumalla or alienated villages in 

Parganas already ceded to the Company, since 
releised from owners and transferred to the 
Company. 


(а) In Dholka • . 

(б) In Mohuda or Monde 

(c) In Matar • « 

( d ) In Bijapur (Vijapur) 


. 15,800 0 0 

• 13,766 15 0 

♦ 9,250 0 0 

. 6,702 0 0 


( 1) Th^ -Tama of Sokra, Sadra, Malataj, and Setra 2,400 0 0 

after excluding the jaidad to the Kaira Fort. 

(4) |Rungar Ghaut 3,750 0 0 

(5) Bhownuggar (Bhavnagar) Tribute . . . 74,500 0 0 


Total . 1,76,168 15 0 


The effect of the cession of items (1) to (3) was to complete the 
transfer of the Parganas of Dholka, Matar, etc., ceded by the 
Treaty of 1805 without the reservations implied by the retention 
of villages which still paid revenue either to the Gaekwar or to 
his Jagirdars. We shall deal later with the significance of items 
(4) and (5). 

103. Events leading to the Treaty of 1817 and additional Ces- 
sions of 1817. — By the treaty of Poona 1817 (Aitchison’s Treaties 
Vol. VI, pages 64-72), the Gaekwar became independent of the 
Peishwa, who renounced all future claims against the Gaekwar, and 
compromised past claims for an annual sum of Rs. 4 lakhs. The 
Peishwa also leased the “Ahmedabad farm*’ in perpetuity to the 
Gaekwar for Rs. 4£ lakhs per annum. In November of the same 
year the British Government entered into a supplementary treaty 
with the Gaekwar, vide pages 72-78, Aitchison’s Treaties, Vol. 
VTII. This treaty was styled Supplemental to the treaty of 1808 

if 3 



By the first Article of this Supplemental Treaty, the Gaekwar 
subsidized an additional force of one battalion of native infantry 
of not less than 1,000 men and two regiments of native cavalry 
of the same strength as the cavalry regiment belonging to the 
Poona subsidiary force. 

By the second Article, the subsidiary force was to be at all 
times ready to execute the services expressed in the fourth Article 
of the Treaty dated 21st April 1805, and with the exception of 
one regiment of infantry all might be marched against an> 
enemy beyond the Gaekwar ’s dominions. This force was there- 
fore, now fixed at 4 regiments of infantry at 1,000 or 5 regiments 
at 800 strong, 2 regiments of native cavalry (1,000 men) and one 
company of European artillery , with a proportion of gun-lascars, 
with necessary ordnance and other stores. 

By the third Article, the Gaekwar ceded all the rights acquired 
by the farm of Ahmedabad in perpetuity to the Company for the 
regular payment of the augmented subsidiary force. 

By Article four the Parganas of Dubhoy, Bahadurpore, and 
Sowlee, belonging to the Honourable Company, were exchanged 
for the Gaekwar ’s share of the city of Ahmedabad and a portion 
of the Pargana of Petlad, the Gaekwar retaining his fort or 
havelee and the dependant district Of Duscoorae (Daskroi). 

By the 5th Article, in consideration of advantages in the above 
exchange accruing to the Gaekwar, he agreed to assign territory 
near Surat or in Petlad in <\ for the Moghulaee claims 

of the Company in the Surat Attaveesee. 

By the 6th Article, the Pargana of Vijapore was exchanged 
for other districts of equal produce, particularised in a separate 
list on page 78, Aitchison’s Treaties, Vol. VIII. 

By Article eight, the Gaekwar bound himself to maintain a 
body of 3,000 effective cavalry, “to conform to the advice and 
suggestions of the British Government relative to the formation- 
and equipment of the contingent of horse, its regular monthly 
payment, the condition of its arms and accoutrements, according 
to the customs of the Gaekwar Government”. 

An additional article was subsequently affixed to this treaty- 
on the 2nd October 1818 ( vide page 79, Aitchison’s Treaties r 
Vol. YIH), by which, in lieu of the cessions specified in the 4th 
article of the treaty in exchange for the districts of Dub"hov, 
Bahadurpore and Sowlee. it was determined to assign to the 
Honourable Company the Gaekwar’s Duscoorae inclusive of 
Domalla and Inam assignments, with the Havelee in the city, 
and the cusba of Mota, and the Pargana of Tarkeshwar in 
the Surat Attaveesee as specified in the detailed account of terri- 
tories and rights so exchanged at page 78 of Aitchison’s Treaties, 
Vol. VTTT: also the Gaekwar rights in the cusba ofOmmt 
fTTmret) were exchanged for the Company’s rights in the cusba 
of Petlad. 
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104. The funds assigned and territories ceded in perpetual 
sovereignty under article 3 of the Supplemental Treaty of 181!? 
to provide for the payment of the additional troops subsidized are 
as follows : — 

Districts comprising the perpetual farm of Ahmedabad ceded 
and accepted at net Rs. 12,61,969-2-5, subject to all the conditions 
of the farm. ' 

Half of the city of Ahmedabad, Peishwa’s*) 

Duscoorae, Pargana Beerumgaum (Viran*- 
gam) ... . 

Prantij and Peishwa’s share in Hursol and 
Modassa, Punch Mahals as follows : — 

Mahmoodabad , , 

Alleena, or otherwise Thamna 

Thasra .... 

Untrolee 

Balasinor and Yirpur . 

Half of the town and Pargana of Petlad . j 

A Schedule of the districts exchanged with the Gaekwar 
Government including the exchange of the Pargana of Vijapur 
as set forth in articles 4-6 of the Supplemental Treaty is appended 
to this report, vide Appendix No. V. 

105. Gaekwar's Contingent. — By the 8th article of the treaty 
of 1817, the Gaekwar was bound to maintain a body of 3,000 
effective cavalry to co-operate with the subsidiary force. The 
history of this force and the arrangements made for its main- 
tenance are narrated on pages 9-10 of Aitchison’s Treaties, Yol. 
YIII. According to the latest agreements with the British 
Government, the contingent force has been disbanded in con- 
sideration of an annual money payment of Rs. 3,75,000 to the 
British Government. We have given credit for this sum in our 
account of tributes, vide Table No. XV (item 2) in our earlier 
report. 

106. Consolidated Schedule o! Baroda Cessions. — A consolidated 

schedule of the territories and funds ceded by the Gaekwar for 
Ihe maintenance of the subsidiary force under the treaties of 1805 
and 1817, was prepared and forwarded to the Government of 
Bombay and the Resident at Baroda for verification and collection 
of the data required by the Committee for their valuation. The 
Resident at Baroda and the Bombay Government were also asked 
to verify and collect data in respect of the additional nss'pmncnts 
referred to in the memorandum of 1808 (pages 69-71 of Aitchison’s 
Treaties, Yol. VIII). A consolidated schedule of the cessions and 
assignments will be found at Appendix No. TV (see also para 
graph 112). 


, Net Rupees 
12,61,969-2-6 



CHAPTER XI. 

Identification of Baroda cessions and of territories to be 
excluded from valuation. 

107. Identification of cessions. — The Collectors, who were 
requested to furnish various statistics to the Committee in respect 
of the ceded territories, reported that they were unable to proceed 
with the work until they were able to identify the cessions with 
the present territorial distribution. The description of the ces- 
sions in Aitchison’s Treaties is extremely meagre and during the 
period of over a century since the cessions, several adjustments of 
territories have taken place in the districts and the talukas con- 
cerned. As a result of this it would be incorrect to regard any 
particular pargana as originally ceded, as identical with the 
pargana or taluka of the same name as at present constituted. 
For instance, the v ■: .1 of Nadiad and Mahudha appear as two 
distinct items in the original schedule, but they are now both 
merged in the present taluka of Nadiad. An examination has 
shown likewise that the present taluka of Matar includes much 
more than the originally ceded pargana of that name. Then again 
we noticed that in 1808 certain villages and rights were ceded 
in parganas which had already been ceded in the earlier treaty 
of 1805, although, in the treaty itself, no reservations were 
apparent in regard to the villages and rights which were subse- 
quently ceded. Jn view of the extreme importance of ensuring 
that we were dealing with just the ceded territories — neither more 
nor less — we felt that the only safe course would be to under- 
take an examination of every material available for the identifi- 
cation of territories and we i equested that both the Baroda Darbar 
and the Bombay Government should make researches with a 
view to tracing any old maps or correspondence defining the 
boundaries of territories formerly ceded. We also suggested that 
if the lists of villages included in the territory originally ceded 
were available, they could be utilized for determining the terri- 
tories as at present constituted which should be taken into con- 
sideration. Apart from the identification of the ceded territories, 
we came upon a number of difficult problems in ascertaining the 
nature of the cessions under a number of items, for example^ 
Rangar Ghaut, Kim Katodra, Balasinor and Virpur. We shall 
deal with Ihese items separately. 

With a view to solving the question of identification we con- 
ferred personally with the Government of Bombay as well as 
with the representatives of the Baroda Darbar. As a result of 
laborious investigations by the Darbar and ourselves we came, by 
more or less independent processes, to conclusions which have 
splyed the main difficulty of identification of the cessions. 

108. The main clue to solution of the problem has been afforded 
by the historical fact that at about the time of the appearance $f 
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the British in the political field of Gujarat, the entire sovereignty 
of the territory north of the Mahee River was shared between the 
Peishwa and the Gaekwar. It is ip this territory that the Dis- 
tricts of Kaira and Ahmedabad, containing inter alia all the 
Gftekwar’s territorial cessions [except the Kadod (Kurrode) 
pargana in Surat District] are situated. Once the main fact that 
only the Peishwa or the Gaekwar could have ceded territories 
north of the Mahee was established, it was a simple matter by 
means of the Treaties to eliminate the particular cessions mad^ by 
either. The main basis of this important statement is the Parti- 
tion Treaty concluded between Damaji Rao Gaekwar and the 
Peishwa at about the year 1752 for the division of Gujerat (includ- 
ing Kathiawar), after the expulsion of the Moghal authority there- 
from ty their combined forces. We have been unable to examine 
the original treaty which is not forthcoming, but a list of the 
revenues falling to the share of the Gaekwar in Gujerat is con- 
tained in a document reproduced in Aitchison’s Treaties, Yol. VIII. 
The Baroda Darbar showed us a document giving the revenues 
included in the Peishwa’ s share, and there is no reason for doubt- 
ing the authenticity of this document as the Bombay Government 
have been able to trace a similar record in the Alienation Office in 
Poona. By a close examination of the detailed maps of Gujerat, 
we have been able to trace references to the whole of the present 
Kaira and Ahmedabad Districts in the Memorandum of Partition, 
as belonging either to the Gaekwar or the Peishwa. 

Our examination of the treaties with the other States possess- 
ing territories north of the Mahi, published in Volumes VI and 
V TTT of Aitchison’s Treaties, confirms the fact that the British 
Government acquired no territory north of the Mahi from any of 
these States which were indeed tributaries to the Peishwa or 
Gaekwar in those days. 

109. We have also been able to reconstruct the present Kaira 
and Ahmedabad Districts from the various cessions made by the 
Peishwa and Gaekwar as follows : — 

I. Cessions to the British by the Peishwa were : — 

(a) In 1802, Dhandhuka, Chuda Ranpur and Napad 

(Aitchison’s Treaties, Vol. VI, page 58). 

(b) In 1817, all the rights and territories held by the Peishwa 

in Gujerat except Olpad (in Surat) and the territory 
comprising the farm of Ahmedabad which had been 
given to the Gaekwar by the Peishwa in lieu of an 
annual payment . 

13. Cessions or transfers to the British ty the Gaekwar were : — 

(a) In 1803 the Fort and Jagir of Kaira in inam. 

(b) In 1805, the Mahals of Vijapur, Dholka, Nadiad, Tappa 

of Kurree (or Kadi), Matar, Monde (Mahudat. 
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( c ) In 1808, the dumalla or alienated villages and assign- 

ments in the Mahals mentioned at ( b ) above and the 
Bhavnagar tribute. 

(d) In 1817 the territories comprising the farm of Ahmeda- 

bad, viz. : — 

Half of the city of Ahmedabad. 

Peishwa’s Daskroi. 

Pargana Viramgam. 

Prantij. 

Peishwa’s share in Hursol and Modassa. 

Panch Mahals as follows : Mehmedabad, Aleena or 
Thamna, Thasra, Untrolee, Balasinor and Virpur.* 

Half the town and pargana of Petlad. 

( e ) In 1817, the cession by the Gaekw'ar of Cupperbund 

(Kapadvanj), Bhalej, Kurrode (Kadod) in the Surat 
District, three villages formerly held by Subhanji 
Pol, viz . : — Sundannah in Petlad (Borsad), Untroli 
in Matar and Wasna in Monde and the village of 
Kummege (Kunnij) one of the villages situated in the 
Gaekwar’s Daskroi. This territory was given in 
exchange to the British for the former ceded territory 
of Vijapur and Tappa of Kurree, vide ( b ) above. 

(/) In 1817, a further cession by the Gaekwar, for exchange 
purposes, of the Gaekwar* s Daskroi comprising half 
of the city of Ahmedabad with the Havelee (Head- 
quarters) and half of the Daskroi Taluka or pargana. 
The territory given to the Gaekwar in exchange for 
this, was Dabhoy Bahadarpur and Sowlee. 

( g ) In 1817, the exchange of the Peishwa’s share of half 
of the town of Petlad, which had been ceded by the 
Gaekwar with the farm of Ahmedabad. for the 
town of Omrul (Umreth). By this exchange the 
Gaekwar took over the whole town of Petlad instead 
of sharing it with the British. 

110. From the above particulars read with District gazetteers 
and maps we have been able to establish the fact that the, present 
Eaira and Ahmedabad Districts contain territory which could 
have been ceded only by tfie Peishwa or the Gaekwar. According 
to the authoritative history of the acquisition of the Kaira and 
Ahmedabad Districts as given in the respective volumes of the 


* The item Balasi^or and Virpoor was not an actual territorial cession, see para- 
graph 181 . 



Bombay Gazetteer (Yol. in, p. 78* and Vol. lV,p. 143/ these* 
Districts were composed as follows : — 

(1) Kaira. — Napad, Nadiad, Matar, Mahuda with Umrefch, 

the Fort and town of Kaira, Alina, Thasra, Untroli, 
Kapadvanj, Bhalej and half the pargana of Petlad 
(now known as Borsad). 

(2) Ahmedabad. — Dhandhuka, Ranpur, Ghoga, Dholka, 

Biramgam (Viramgam), Chuda, Peishwa’ s Daskroi 
with half the city of Ahmedabad, Gaekwar' s Daskroi 
with the other half of Ahmedabad, Prantij, and the 
Peishwa’s share in Harsol and Modassa. 

The districts do not contain any other territory and an ex- 
amination of the various Bombay Regulations from 1805 to 1827 
further supports the view that no portion of the territory included 
in the Kaira and Ahmedabad Districts was acquired by the British 
authorities except from the Gaekwar and the Peishwa. We have 
heen able to substantiate this conclusion still further from a certain 
document prepared by the Government of Bombay in 1883 show- 
ing how the various territories in the Province of Bombay were 
acquired by the British. 

111. The result of the investigations described above has 
obviated the almost impossible task of dealing individually with 
many of the Gaekwar’s cessions situated in the present Ahmeda- 
bad and Kaira Districts. As only a small portion of these 
Districts comprises cessions by the Peishwa or by the Gaekwar 
for purposes other than protection, we have simplified our task by 
attempting to value, firstly, the Districts as a whole, and secondly, 
the territories which must be eliminated from them for the follow- 
ing reasons : 

(1) because they were ceded by the Peishwa, 

(2) because they were ceded by the Gaekwar for purposes 

other than protection, or 

(3) because they were additions made by transfers from 

other districts. 

The territories to be eliminated on account of (1) and (2) are 
as follows : — 

(a) Napad Tappa in Borsad ceded by the Peishwa by the 

Treaty of 1802, 

( b ) the talukas of Dhandhuka, Ranpur and Ghoga ceded 

by the Peishwa in 1802, 

(c) the Fort and Jagir of Kaira granted in Inam to the 

British Government by the Gaekwar in 1803, and 

(d) half the city of Ahmedabad with the Haveli, and the 

Gaekwar’ 8 Daskroi given by the Gaekwar in ex- 
change for British parganas. 
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f Aa regards (he adjustment to be made on account of exchanges 
♦of territory between Kaira and Ahmedabad Districts on the one 
hand and the neighbouring territories on the other, we have 
ascertained that only the following exchanges have taken place : — 

(1) 116 villages of Dhandhuka, Eanpur and Ghoga Mahals 

were transferred to the Bhavnagar State; and 

(2) in 1881 an exchange of villages or parts of villages was 

effected with the Idar State (Aitchison’s Treaties, 

Volume VI, page 305). 

The transfer of villages from Dhandhuka, Ranpur and Ghoga 
to the Bhavnagar State does not affect the Baroda cessions, as 
these Mahals were ceded bv the Peishwa. 

As regards the effect of exchanges with the Idar State we have 
made the necessary allowance for this, vide paragraphs 127-129. 

112. The Schedule of territories and funds assigned by the 
Gaekwar. — These important facts which we have been able to 
establish as regards the Gaekwar’ s cessions considerably solved 
what seemed an insuperable difficulty in identification and afforded 
to us a basis for our investigations. We have been able to draw 
up a revised schedule which would give a synoptic view of all 
cessions and assignments in the terms of present territorial dis- 
tributions. To sum up the schedule would be as follows : — 

I. — The whole of the present Districts of Kaira and 

Ahmedabad minus : — 

(1) the Fort and Jagir of Kaira granted in Inam to 
the East India Company by the Gaekwar in 1803 
(vide pages 59 and 63 of Aitchison’s Treaties, 
Volume VIII), 

(2) half the city of Ahmedabad and Gaekwar’s Daskroi 
given by the Gaekwar in exchange for the British 
territory of Dabhoy, Sowli, Bahadnrpur, etc., 

(3) territories ceded by the Peishwa by the treaty of 
Bassein, namely, 

(a) Napad Tappa in Borsad, and 

(b) the talukas of Dhandhuka, Chuda, Ranpur 

and Ghoga. 

II. — Karrode (Kadod) Pargana in Surat District. 

III. — Funds assigned under the headings 

(a) Kim Katodra. (Aitchison’s Treaties, Vol. VIII, 
page 67). 

(b) Rangar Ghaut (Aitchison’s Treaties, Vol. VIII, p. 
70). 



(c) Warat on Kathiawar and the Bhavnagar Tribute 

(Aitchison’s Treaties, Vol. "VIII, pp. 67 and 69), 
and 

( d ) Balasinor and Yirpur referred to in the Schedule 
on page 77 of Aitchison’s Treaties, Vol. VHI. 

N.B. — The above is subject to adjustment on account of the 
exchanges with Idar State, vide paragraphs 127-129. 

113. Although the conclusions thus reached represented a con- 
siderable advance in our problem, we were faced with further 
difficulties in the identification of the precise territories to be 
excluded from the Kaira and Ahmedabad Districts in pursuance 
of the above plan. Further researches in consultation with the 
Government of Bombay, the Commissioner of the Central Division, 
Poona, the Besident at Baroda, and the Baroda Darbar enabled us 
to solve the difficulties as explained hereafter. We have had the 
benefit of discussing these matters in detail with the Government 
of Bombay^ the Besident, and the representatives of the Baroda 
Government, and also with the Commissioner, Northern Division, 
Ahmedabad, and the Collectors concerned. 

Identification of territories to be excluded from the value of the 
Kaira and Ahmedabad Districts. 

Kaira Jagir. 

114. The present value of the Kaira Jagir which was granted 
in In am to the British Government in 1803 should be deducted as 
explained m paragraph 111. We have been unable however to 
identify exactly what comprised the Kaira Jagir, but we are satis- 
fied from the evidence which we have examined that it consisted 
originally of the revenue or shares of revenues of a number of 
villages, amounting approximately to Bs. 50,000 at the time of 
the cession. We have, therefore, made a suitable deduction on 
this basis in our computations. 

115. The question as to what exactly comprised the Gaekwar’s 
Inam to the British Government of the Kaira Fort and Jagir in 
1802, was somewhat of a puzzle in view of the conflicting state- 
ments appearing in Aitchison’s Treaties and elsewhere. The 
Sanad on page 59, Volume VIII of Aitchison’s Treaties, refers to 
the Jagir in the singular as a village or town, while Colonel 
Walker reported in his letter of the 22nd March 1803 that as an 
unequivocal instance of the Dewan’s confidence and friendship, 
he had agreed ‘Ho cede in Inam to the Company the fort and 
territory of Kaira’ \ Colonel Walker also refers to the Jagir in 
his report of 1804 on the British possessions in Gujrat as con- 
sisting of 30 villages. Wallace in his book “The Gaekwar 
and his Belations with the British Government” refers to the 
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“Fort” and “territory” of Kaira. The Bombay Regulations pro- 
viding for the commencement of the Company’s jurisdiction also 
referred to “the Inam town of Kaira and its Dependencies' 9 . 
These statements which are in conflict with the Sanad, were a 
source of considerable confusion to us but as a result of elaborate 
research we came upon a statement of Colonel Walker in which 
he had explained the peculiar circumstance attending the posses- 
sion of the Tnam of Kaira, namely “that the fort of Kaira is 
situated in the Pargana of Matar and its revenues consist of those 
arising from its own Kasha* and shares in a variety of villages 
situated in different Parganas”. Following this clue we have 
been able to explain the following deductions which were made 
from a number of villages, at the time of their cession to the 
British Government towards the expenses of the subsidiary 
force * — 

(1) Sokra ^ A deduction of Rs. 1,050 was made from the 

(2) Sadra > value of these villages when they were 

(3) Malatej ) ceded in 1808, which represented the 

Killedari babti or the revenue which was alienated 
to the Killedar of the Fort of Kaira and to which 
the British Government had a right bv virtue of 
Tnam, page 69, Aitchison’s Treaties, Vol. VIII. 

(4) Setra— A deduction of Rs. 550 was made on account 

of Killedari bnhti in 1808, ride \itchison, Volume 
VIII, page 70. The word 'Mai dad” in Aitchison 
is a mistake for “Jaghire” which is the actual word 
used in the original papers. 

(5) Sandhana,') A deduction of Rs. 1,652 made for 

(6) Antroli, - Killedari babti at the time of the 

(7) Wasna, N cession of 1817, vide page 78, Aitchison’s 

Treaties, Volume VIII 

116. We came also upon other evidence to show that the British 
Government obtained in Inam the revenues which were formerly 
assigned to the Fort of Kaira. From the extracts of records which 
we have quoted in Appendix No. VII it is clear that whatever may 
have been the actual wording of the Sanad to the British Gov- 
ernment in the year 1803, the British Government seem to have 
claimed that the Jagir to the former Killedar of Kaira passed m 
Tnam to the British Government, and that in consequence the 

revenues which so passed in Inara should be excluded from terri- 

torial cessions made for the subsidiary force, and also that the 
then Gaekwar acquiesced in the position. The Baroda Parbar 
had some difficulty in accepting this interpretation and the matter 
was the subject of considerable discussion. Fortunately we have 
been able to place the matter beyond doubt after the examina- 
tion of certain documents quoted in Appendix No. VII which 

♦Kasba is ur derstood to be the headquarter *own or village of a District 
or group of villages bearing the same name. 
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fully support our conclusion that the Inam to the British con- 
sisted of the entire Jagir to the former Killedar excluding the 
grant to the Killedar for the maintenance of a ‘paga’ or body of 
horse. We came upon the last piece of evidence quite by chance, 
from certain old papers obtained from the Calcutta Imperial 
Becord Department, after we had discussed the matter for months 
with the Bombay and the Baroda authorities. After the examina- 
tion of the last piece of evidence the Darbar’s representatives have 
accepted our findings. 

137. Although we have established from the material examined 
by us that the value of the Kaira territory received at the time 
of the Inam should have been a figure ranging between Bs. 65,000 
and Bs. 42,000, we have been unable to identify all the villages 
or the shares of the villages which comprised the Inam. The 
Baroda Darbar supplied us with a list of 29 villages, vide 
Appendix No. VI which were alleged to have comprised the 
original Jagir to the Killedar of Kaira. It has not been possible 
to trace any such list in the records of the Government of India y 
the Bombay Government or the Baroda "Residency, and it has 
therefore not been possible to verify this list completely. Some 
of the names appearing in the Darbar’s list and others have how- 
ever been verified as follows : — 


1. Solera A Allowance has been made for the 

2. Sadre i Killodari babti of these villages when 

3. Malataj. and ( the cession was completed in 1808. 

4. Setra 


5. Sandhana'J Allowance for Killedari babti was made 

6. Antroli ^ at the time of cession in 1817. 

7. Wasna ’ 


8. Angra d Specifically mentioned in Anand 

9. Kaira I Kao’s letter of 1808 as 1 ’ s „A j 

10. Dedurda Y to the fort of Kaira (the Honour- 

11. Badhvanaj, and 1 able Company). 

12. Naka H ary ale J 

13. Kodialpur A Included in the list of villages appertain- 

14. Bullanpur f. ing to Kaira in Colonel Walker’s letter 

15. Eeyava ( of 12th April 1804 proposing a Jagir 

' for Aka Mohd. 

The position in regard to the remaining villages is somewhat 
doubtful, and in any case in view of the difficulty of ascertaining 
the precise shares of revenue ap| ert.dning to Kaira Jagir we 
have had to fall back upon the statements of Colonel Walker 
that the ceded revenue of the villages was Bs. 65,000 but the 
actual realization was Bs. 42,000. The Darbar themselves showed 
us an account according to which the gross Jagir revenue amounted 
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roundly to Rs. 50,000 but they claimed that the Jagir to Subhanji 
Pol the former Killedar of Kaira was granted out of this revenue, 
vide pages 53-55, Aitchison’s Treaties Vol. VIII. The Jagir to 
Subhanji Pol in the year 1814 amounted to approximately 
Rs. 7,000 and after allowing for this the balance approximately 
agrees with Colonel Walker’s figure of actual revenue of Rs. 42,000. 

118. We consider that it would be fair to both sides if we 
were to make a deduction from the revenue as well as the expen- 
diture account of the ceded territories, a figure based on the pro- 
portion of Rs. 42,000 to the actual total revenue of that territory 
at the time of the cession. This would completely eliminate a 
number of difficulties and errors and obviate assuming anything 
which cannot be definitely proved. 

119. In working out the percentage to be deducted on account 
of the Kaira Jagir we have taken account of the value of all the 
territorial cessions excluding tributes and other non-territorial 
items. sPhe deduction to be made from the net surplus or deficit 
of the ceded territory would amount to 1*47 per cent, as explained 
in Appendix No. VIII containing the detailed calculations. 

Gaekwar’s Daskroi and half the city of Ahmedabad. 

120. We have to exclude the value of Gaekwar’s Daskoi* and 
half the city of Ahmedabad from that of the Kaira and Ahmeda- 
bad Districts, as this territory, with the exception of the village 
of Kunnige, was not ceded by the Gaekwar for protection but 
was received in exchange for British territory, cf . , page 78, 
Aitchison’s Treaties, Volume VIII. 

The Bombay Government reported that the Commissioner, 
Central Division, Poona, had traced from the Alienation Office a 
list of 61 villages comprised in the Gaekwar’s Daskroi, but they 
suggested that it should be subjected to further check with the 
Residency records. The Baroda Darbar produced a tentative list 
of villages included in the Gaekwar’s Daskroi, according to which 
88 villages belonged to the Gaekwar (vide Appendix IX). The 
Resident was unable to trace a list of Gaekwar’s Daskroi villages 
on his records, but he traced from a report of the Collector of 
Kaira in the year 1817 a list of 82 villages which belonged to the 
Peishwa’s Daskroi. We have, however, with the help of the 
Bombay Government, been able to trace from a report on the 
collectorate of Ahmedabad by E. G. Fawcett in 1854, lists of 
Gaekwar’s and Peishwa’s Daskroi villages, respectivelv. Most of 
the villages in Fawcett’s list appear also in the Darbar’s list of 
Gaekwar’s Daskroi, and we are satisfied on the whole that the 

* The term Daskroi implied territory within a radius of 10 Kos from 
Ahmedabad. (A Kos is about two miles.) 

N.13. — The term “ Pargana Ahmedabad Daskroi ” on page 78 of Aitchison, 
Volume VTII, refers really to the Oaekwar’s Daskroi in Pargana Ahmedabad : the 
term ** Haveli ” refers only to the Headquarters buildings. 
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Darbar’s list is correct as their number approximates to thA 
number of Peishwa Daskroi villages reported by the Residency. 
When the partition of Gujrat was made between the Peishwa and 
the Gaekwar, the division seems to have been made equally under 
every item including, for instance, the city of Ahmedabad. 

121. Most of the Peishwa’s and the Gaekwar’s Daskroi villages 
constitute the present taluka of Daskroi (both North and South 
portions) in which is also situated the city of Ahmedabad. 
Having regard to the extreme difficulty of finding the value in- 
dividually of so large a number of isolated villages and of estab- 
lishing, moreover, the identity of every one of them, we have 
decided to take advantage of the fact that the Peishwa’s and 
Gaekwar’s shares of Daskroi and Ahmedabad city were equal, and 
to take half the share of the present north and south Daskroi 
Taluka including the city of Ahmedabad as appertaining to 
Gaekwar’s Daskroi, and his half share of Ahmedabad city. 

122. We have also decided to allow for any of Gaekwar’s 
Daskroi villages which may now be situated outside the 
present Daskroi taluka by estimating their value separately for 
deduction. Our examination has shown that the six* 
villages noted below are situated at present in the Kaira District 
and three villages, viz., Tajpur, Sanathal and Soila are situated 
in the Sanand taluka of Ahmedabad District. The value of these 
has been separately calculated and eliminated from the total value 
of the Districts. 

123. It has been equally necessary not to eliminate any territory 
ceded for protection, which may since have been incorporated, in 
the present taluka of Daskroi. A comparison of the lists of exist- 
ing villages in Daskroi taluka with the original lists of villages at 
the time of the cessions as compiled by the Darbar has shown that 
there are 7 new villages which are not identifiable, but in the 
case of four of these there is no doubt that they have sprung up, 
either in territory formerly constituting the Peishwa’s or the 
Gaekwar’s Daskroi. It has been possible to detennine this with 
reference to the relative positions of the new villages with the 
surrounding ones which have been identified. We have been 
unable to come to any decision a s regards two villages, namely, 
Chenpur and Limbadia. We consider it fair, to both sides to 
leave these two villages as forming part of either Peishwa’s or 
Gaekwar’s Daskroi. 

124. To sum' up, we have made the following deductions 
from the value of Ahmedabad and Kaira Districts on account of 


*1. Kathwada. 

2. Mahij. 

3, Eohiaa. 


4. Sankhej. 

5. Sarsatfni, 
8. Sarga, 
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Gaekwar’s Daskroi and Gaekwar’s share of half of the city of 
Ahmedabad, which were not ceded for protection : — 

(a) J the value of present Daskroi Taluka in the Ahmedabad 

District. 

(b) The value of the following Gaekwar’s Daskroi villages. 

situated outside the present Daskroi Taluka, viz., 

(1) Kathwada. 

(2) Mahij. 

(3) Rohisa. 

(4) Sankhej. 

(5) Sarsavni. 

(6) Sarsa. 

(7) Tajpur. 

(8) Sanathal, and 

(9) Soils. 


Napad Tappa. 

125. As already stated, this was ceded by the Peishwa in 
1802 and should, therefore, be eliminated from the value of the 
Kaira District. The Bombay Government were able to trace in 
their Alienation Office records the names of the 18 villas*'® noted 
below as having belonged to Napad Tappa. 

1. Napad. 

2. Navli. 

3. Alarsa. 

4. Demai. 

5. Ivhedesa. 

6. Naman. 

7. Ambli. 

8. Amiyad. 

9. Kasha Napad (Talpat). 

10. Napyacba Vata. 

11. Pamal. 

12. Dedardu. 

13. Surakuva. 

14. Dliovikup. 

15. Medhu. 

16. Khadhli. 

17. Sigla. 

18. Waskhili 
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The Bombay Government, however, felt difficulty in reconciling 
this with the Report from Colonel Walker, the Resident at Baroda, 
-dated the 18th of June 1804, which showed that the number of 
villages in Napad Tappa was 20. They referred also to certain 
other discrepancies in the old records which referred to the num- 
ber of villages in one place as 19 and in another as 1$. We 
append to our report (vide Appendix No. X) a note by t£e 
Baroda Darbar dealing with these discrepancies and, after a care- 
ful study of this and of Colonel Walker’s Report, dated 18th June 
1804, we are satisfied that the 20 villages, the names of which are 
given in the Baroda Government’s note, were all that comprised 
Napad Tappa. The Resident at Baroda is, however, of opinion 
tha,t the Napad Tappa comprised 28 villages, including 8 villages 
situated in the Peishwa’s Petlad P ■ ■ .■ ■ which have been referred 
to in a certain ‘yadi’ of 1815 forthcoming in the Peishwa’s 
records. We append to our report a copy of the Resident’s note 
on the subject ( vide Appendix No. XI). We feel, however, that 
the conclusion that the 8 villages in Petlad also formed part of 
the Napad Tappa ceded by the Peishwa in 1802 cannot be accept- 
ed. We think that Colonel Walker who made his report only 
two years after the cession of 1802 and who went into consider- 
able details is hardly likely to have made a mistake in the number 
of villages comprising the Napad Tappa. The Peishwa’s share 
of Petlad was included in the Ahmedabad farm which was ceded 
to the British in 1817, and it seems doubtful, therefore, whether 
the Peishwa’s’ account of 1815 could be used as a reliable 
authority for a list of villages ceded in 1802. The Bombay Gov- 
ernment have, after studying all the facts, accepted our conclusion. 
We have estimated the value of these twenty villages in a separate 
account for the purpose of deduction from the value of the Knira 
District. 


Talukas of Ghogha and Dhandhuka. 

126. We are satisfied that the present talukas of Ghogha and 
Dhandhuka comprised the whole of the former Ghogha, Ranpur, 
Chuda and Dhandhuka Parganas which were ceded by the 
Peishwa, with the exception of the territory transferred to Bhav- 
nagar. In view of the geographical position of these two talukas, 
which are surrounded entirely by Indian States excepting in one 
part which adjoins the Dholka Taluka, we are further convinced, 
after discussion with the Commissioner of the Ahmedabad Division 
and the Collector at Ahmedabad, that it was unlikely that any 
appreciable exchanges of territory could have taken place between 
these two talukas and the Dholka Pargana, -which was ceded by 
the Gaekwar. The Darbar, who examined the present Census 
lists of villages in these two talukas, were also of the same opinion 

cr 
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except that they considered that the village of Dhandla was trans- 
ferred from Dholka to Dhandhuka. We have decided, after dis- 
cussion with the local officers, that the value of the village Dhandla* 
should be deducted from that of the talukas of Ghogha and* 
Dhandhuka. 

Exchanges of territory with Idar. 

127. In paragraphs 111 and 112 mention has been made of an 
exchange of villages with the Idar State in 1881. This exchange 
affected that portion of the Ahmedabad Farm which had been 
ceded by the Gaekwar for protection, known as ’Teishwa’s share 
in Modassa and Hursol”. Modassa and Hursol were divisions 
in the Prantij taluka of Bombay, and during the time of the 
Peishwa certain villages therein and also in the division of Byad, 
were co-shared between the Peishwa and the Marwari Chiefs of 
Idar: 

The Peishwa’s share of these villages was included in the 
Ahmedabad Farm which, in 1817, was ceded by the Gaekwar to 
the British under the name of “Peishwa’s share in Modassa and 
Hursol” so that what was formerly co-shared between Idar and 
the Peishwa was from that time co-shared between Idar and the 
IBritish. 

128. Some fifty years after the cession of the Ahmedabad 
Farm, with a view to “effecting an absolute and final separation 
of all British and Idar interests in the taluka of Prantij”, steps 
were taken by the British Government to give over certain of the 
co-shared villages to Idar entirely, the remainder being taken over 
entirely by the British Government. We have found that though 
the Idar State had not been enjoying a full half share of the 
revenues of the villages in question, they were really entitled to a 
moiety, and the transaction was accordingly based on this under- 
standing. 

Eleven villages were involved in this transaction, viz., seven 
in the Hursol Division, two in the Modassa Division, and two in 
Byad division. At the time of the transaction, viz., in 1867-68 
the gross vahie of these eleven villages was shown to be 
Ps. 18,807-0-0. It was agreed between the contracting parties 
that the payment of certain fixed charges secured by sanads 
amounting to Rs. 2,456-7-0 should continue to be paid by the British 
Government and this amount was therefore deducted from the 
gross revenue of the eleven villages before the calculation of the 
moietv. The gross revenue of the eleven villages, viz . , — 
Rs. 18,807-0-0 less the fixed charges, amounted to Rs. 16,350-9-0, 
and the amount of each share was thus Rs. 8,175-4-8. 

129. Of the eleven villages, the seven situated in the HutpoI 
division were retained by the British Government and the remain- 
ing four given over entirely to the Idar State. The value of the 
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seven villages retained was found to be Es. 8,359-4-2, i.e. 9 an e*. 
cess of Es. 183-15-6 over the value of the moiety. This excess was 
adjusted along with certain other transactions with the Idar State, 
with which we are not here concerned, and which have no con- 
nection with the Baroda cessions. What we are concerned with 
is the fact that the share retained by the British Government 
was in excess of the Peishwa’s share of these villages by 
Es. 183-15-6 Or roundly Es. 200, and as the Gaekwar ceded only 
the Peishwa’s share, a deduction should accordingly be made 
from the value of the Ahmedabad District. Owing to the difficulty 
of isolating a slice of territory of the value of Es. 184 or roundly 
Es. 200 in 1867 and determining its present value, we are satisfied 
that it would be sufficient if a lump deduction of Es. 200* roundly 
were made from the value of the Ahmedabad District in which 
the villages in question are situated. The Government of Bombay 
and the Baroda Darbar have accepted our finding. This amount 
being so small we have not made any specific deduction on this 
account. The amount would disappear in rounding. 

Identification ol other items in the Baroda Schedule of cessions. 

Kurrode (Kadod). 

130. The identification of the territory constituting the item 
Kurrode on page 78 of Aitchison’s Treaties presented some diffi- 
cu’ties. The Baroda Darbar were good enough to furnish us 
with a 1st of villages (Appendix No. XII) which were included 
under this Pargana along with an explanatory note and the tracing 
of a map showing the villages. They were of opinion, after a study 
of the present Census list of villages, that no new villages had 
sprung up in this territory as the area was highly developed. 
A’though the Eesident was not able to trace a similar list of 
villages on his records, he placed before us evidence to show that, 
on the whole, the list of 29 villages given by the Darbar is correct. 
The villages are all situated in the Bardoli Taluka of Surat 
District and constitute roughly one-third of that taluka. 

Balasinor and Virpur. 

131. The financial implications of. the entry Balasinor and 
Virpur in the schedule on page 77 of Aitchison’s Treaties, Vol. VIII, 
were baffling to us, as there is now no British territory of this name. 
From the following history, we have discovered that the cession 
under tfvR heading consisted of a tribute. Virpur which now forms 
part of the Balasinor State was granted in the early part of the 
17th ceuturv by the Snbedar of Ahmedabad to one of the ancestors 
of the Nawab of Balasinor for the services which he had performed 
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against the Marathas. The Pejshwa invaded and at first took; 
possession of the whole of his territories, but finally accord-: 
ing to usual custom established his right to a half of the 
rdvenue, upon which the army returned leaving the Nawab in full 
possession of all his former rights and privileges. But on finding 
that the expense of collecting his share of the revenue absorbed 
the whole of his profits arising therefrom, the Peishwa obtained 
in lieu an annual tribute of money. This tribute is known 
as the Peishwa’s tribute. In or about 1780, the Gaekwar’s Gov- 
ernment also exacted by force a payment of the sum of Es. 4,000 
per annum as tribute from the Babi of Balasinor. By the general 
settlement, which was effected by Major Ballantine in 1812 ) the 
amount of tributes payable to the Gaekwar and the Peishwa by 
this State was permanently fixed {vide Aitchison’s Treaties, Vol. 
VI, page 332). By this agreement Balasinor agreed to pay 
annually Bs. 3,078 to the Gaekwar and Es. 9,776 to the Peishwa. 
The Peishwa’s tribute is at present received by the British Gov- 
ernment and the Gaekwar’s by the Baroda Darbar. We were at 
first inclined to think that the Peishwa’s tribute passed to the 
British Government as the successors of the Peishwa, as indeed 
we were led or rather misled to this view from the statement in 
Aitchison's Treaties. To understand the significance of this item, 
we had to make elaborate researches into the past history of the 
division of rights between the Peishwa and Gaekwar in Gujrat. 
The Peishwas used to group the tributes of States due to them for 
purposes of collection and accounting with the “Mahals” to which 
the States adjoined, for example, Cambay was grouped with Napad, 
the whole of Kathiawar tributes with Viramgam, etc. We have 
ascertained that Balasinor and Virpur were under one Chieftain 
and represented one unit which constituted in theory one of the 
Panch Mahals under Ahmedabad. The tribute from Balasinor had 
been included in the farm of Ahmedabad. which' the Peishwa had 
granted to the Gaekwar, and was ceded by the latter (o the British 
Government as part of the farm in 1817. At the time the British 
succeeded the Peishwa, after his overthrow, the latter had no 
right to the tribute of Balasinor as he had already parted with it 
to the Gaekwar. The Baroda Darbar were also able to show us 
some old account^ of the “Panch Mahals” in which a recovery of 
this tribute is shown. We have also been able to get these facts 
corroborated from the old records of the Government of Bombay 
and by the Eesident at Baroda. In the section of our earlier Beport 
dealing with Tributes we have given credit to Balasinor for the 
sum of Es. 9,766 (vide item 137 of Table XV) but on the facts 
now established credit is due to the Baroda Darbar for this sum and 
not to Balasinor. Certain of the villages of the Thasra Taluka 
of Kaira District were, at the time of the cession of the Ahmedabad 
Farm, tributary to the Chief of Balasinor and certain payments 
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known as “vaje” abates axe still guide by the British Government 
to B&lasinor on this account. payments are included in <h© 

expenditure side erf the Kaira District account. 


The w&rat on Kathiawtf. 

132. This relates to the sum of Es. 1 lakh shown against thin? 
item on page 67 of Aitchison’s Treaties as ceded by the Gaekwar 
towards the cost of the subsidiary force. There is nothing in 
Aitchison’s Treaties to show how this amount is now being realized , 
or from what State. Our investigations and researches have, 
however, established the fact that • this sum is now no longer 
received by the British Government. There is a reference in the 
‘ ‘Eulers of Baroda” series to the Warat of Es. 1 lakh on Kathia- 
war as having been granted as a temporary measure. From the 
details given on pages 145 — 147 of Wallace’s book “The Guicowar 
and his relations with the British Government”, we have gather- 
ed that this “Warat” consisted of an order for Es. 30,000 on 
Limbdi and Es. 70,000 on Bhavnagar. The Limbdi tribute was 
never realized and in consequence contributed towards the defi- 
ciency which had to be made good by the Gaekwar in 1808. The 
Bhavnagar tribute of Es, 70,000 was being realized, but at the 
time of the assignments made in 1808 (pages 69 — 71 of Aitchison’s 
Treaties, Vol. VIII), this tribute of Es. 70,000 was merged in 
the sum of Es. 74,500 recovered from Bhavnagar. We have given 
credit for the sum of Es. 74,500 which is still being recovered 
inter alia from the Bhavnagar State by the British Government — 
vide item 28 of Table XV of our earlier Eeport. It is however 
necessary to bear in mind that credit is due to the Baroda Darbar 
for this sum and not to Bhavnagar. No credit is, however, due 
to the Baroda Darbar for the temporary Warat of Es. 1 lakh 
shown in the schedule on page 67 of Aitchison’s Treaties, Vol. VTIT. 


Hangar Ghaut. 

133. An amount of Es. 3,750 was assigned under this heading 
by the Gaekwar in the year 1808, vide page 70 of Aitchison’s 
Treaties, Vol. VIII). The Baroda Darbar were unable to tell us 
the precise location of this place or the' exact nature of the assign- 
ment 1 . We have, however, been able to ascertain from a letter of 
the Resident at Baroda, dated the 13th May 1808, of which we 
append a copy ( vide Appendix XIII), that Eangar Ghaut was a 
place on the Tapti River tod the revenue assigned was the (amount 
of fees collected from dyers at that place. It is also clear from the 
Rfcfcidbnt’a letter that tbe f remaining revenues of Rangar Ghaut 
which formed a separate “mahal” continued to belong to the 
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Baroda Darbar. Bangar Ghaut was otherwise known as “Cheepa 
Ghaut” and from independent enquiry by the Collector of Surat 
and the Mamlatdars of the talukas lying on the Tapti, it has 
been ascertained that Bangar Ghaut was situated on the banks of 
the Tapti at Kathor which is a town in the Baroda territory lying 
between the Olpad and Bardoli talukas of the Surat District. This 
would probably explain the reason for the revenues of the place other 
than dyer’s fees being paid to the Baroda Darbar as stated in the 
Besident’s letter of 1808. We have also ascertained that the dyers 
do not pay any revenue to the British Government at present. The 
Baroda Darbar suggested that though Bangar Ghaut might 
possibly be situated in British territory, the Darbar were apparently 
levying fees from it in the same way as they had recovered customs 
and salt revenue in the past from some of the Peishwa’s Mahals. 
They suggested at first that although no such dues might at 
present be recovered by the British Government, these dues might 
have been merged into levies of a general character such as 
income-tax and that in consequence it would be fair to give the 
Darbar credit for a sum of Bs. 3,750 at which value “the place 
was ceded to the British Government”. As we have explained 
above, the assumption that Bangar Ghaut is in British India 
does not appear to be correct, and in any case as the British Gov- 
ernment are not recovering anything from the dyers at present the 
Baroda Darbar are not entitled to any credit under this head. 
Having regard to the fact that we are required to determine the 
present value of the cessions, the representative of the Baroda 
Darbar subsequently agreed, after discussion with us, that the 
Darbar would not claim any credit if no revenue is now realised 
under this head. 


Kim Katodra. 

131. Under this beading, an item of revenue amounting to 
Bs. 50,000 was ceded by the Gaekwar in 1803. We encountered 
considerable difficulty in ascertaining the nature of this cess'on as 
it was not a territorial cession. In the Sanad dated the 2nd of 
June 1803 addressed to the East India Company by Anand Bao 
Gaekwar, this is described as “the customs of Kimkatodra, north 
of the Taptee, Bs. 50,000” — page 60, Aitchison’s Treaties, Vol. 
Yin. Mr. Desai who represented the Baroda Darbar before us, 
has been good enough to give us two notes on the subject which 
we have embodied in Appendix No. XIY. According to these 
notes, the Gaekwar ceded his ‘Jakat’ rights in the territory 
between the Nerbadda and Tapti rivers which was commonly 
known as ‘Kim Katodra’ Jakat circle. The ‘Jakat’ rights con- 
sisted of the right to levy sea customs and land customs at various 
‘Nakas’ or customs post and also the right to manufacture salt in 
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that area. A study of the map shows that the territory in wMcbi 
the Gaekwar had this right in Kimkatodra between the Norhadda 
and the Tapti rivers contained not only Gaekwar’s own territory, 
namely, the parganus of Vasravi, Galhe. Tarkeshwar, and Variav 
Kasba, but also the following ] rrg.m.i- belonging, up to the year 
1802, to the Peishwa, viz., Olpad, Ankleshwar and Hansot when 
they were ceded to the British Government, by the Peishwa for 
the maintenance of a subsidiary force. It seems incongruous that 
the Gaekwar should have possessed the right to levy land and sea 
customs and to manufacture salt in Peishwa’s territory, but there 
is evidence to show that under the partition treaty of 1752 the 
Gaekwar and the Peishwa had extra-territorial rights of this nature 
in each other’s territory. For instance, although the territories 
of Chickly and Chaurasi belonged to the Gaekwar, and were 
granted in Inam by him to the British Government by the 6th 
Article of the Definite Treaty of 1805 (page 63, Aitchison’s 
Treaties, Vol. VIII), the customs rights in that territory be’onged 
to the Peishwa and were separately ceded by the latter under tho 
Treaty of Bassein, see entries on page 59 of Aitchison’s Treaties, 
Vol. VI. In a letter dated the 11th of April 1803, the President 
of the Council, Bombay, recorded a minute in which he spoke 
of ‘Occlasir’ (Ankleshwar) as “the pergannah, which being situated 
to the north of the Taptee, the Gaicowar Baja of Brodera, our ally 
according to the arrangement between that State and the Peishwa, 
possesses the right to collect transit customs therein, in which he 
should not be disturbed till some arrangement can be concerted 

in this respect through the Resident at Brodera ”. 

Colonel Walker subsequently reported that the Tapti and the 
Nerbadda comprised the limits of the grant in question. The ac- 
counts of the State for some years previous to the cession, and 
arrangements made subsequently by the British Government show 
that the rights in question included Salt known as “Nimuksar”. 
There is also evidence of a report that the actual revenue tender 
accepted by the British for the Kim Katodra Choukee, including 
Hansot Nimaksar, soon after the cession amounted to Rs. 36,325, 
although it was ceded at a value of Rs. 50,000. On an examination 
of the details of the partition between the Gaekwar and the Peishwa 
in 1752 and the other references quoted above, we are satisfied re- 
garding the explanation of the nature of the rights ceded by the 
Gaekwar under the term “Kim Katodra”. In any case the fact 
remains that the British Government accepted in 1803 the trans- 
fer of certain rights which were then computed at a cash value 
of Rs. 50,000. 


135. Since the cession of the Gaekwar’s rights in Kim Katodra 
*everat changes have taken place in the fiscal systems of the 
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coantry. Moreover there ha»ve *I$o been surrenders and 
of rights. In 1837 the British Government abolished land transit 
duties and substituted for them salt excise duties in their own terri- 
tories, but they continued to retain the land transit duties expept 
on salt in areas where they had obtained ‘Jakat* rights in Baroda 
territory, either because they succeeded to the Peishwa’s rights 
under the partition Treaty of 1752, in regions south of the Tapti, 
or because they were specifically ceded by the Gaekwar under the 
heading ‘Kim Katodra’ in the region north of the Tapti. 1$ 
1845-0, the British Government abolished land transit duties in 
3ome parts of Baroda State including a small part of Kim 
Katodra. Subsequently in 1866 the right to levy land transit duty 
in the rest of Baroda territory where they still exercised it, in- 
cluding a large part of Baroda in Kim Katodra seems to have 
Seen exchanged with certain rights which the Baroda Darbar 
possessed in the British territories in Bardoli and VaTod South 
the Tapti, and Borsad and Anand, north of the Tapti under 
he anomalous arrangements of the partition treaty of 1752. At 
;he same time we should mention that the Baroda Darbar also* 
ibolished the land transit duties and, in other words, the exchange 
>f land transit duties in 1866 was in reality an exchange of rights 
vhich were being extinguished, although monetary values appear 
»o have been calculated. 

136. So far as the region of Kimkatodra is concerned^ the 
•ights and advantages which the British Government still enjoy by 
rirtue of the cession of 1803 or which can be traced to that cession 
leem to be — 

(1) the right to levy sea customs, 

(2) the right to manufacture salt and levy duties thereon, 

and the right to the revenue from excise duty on 
salt consumed in British territory in Kim Katodra, 
viz. : — 

(а) Olpad pargana, 

(б) Ankleshwar pargana, 

(c) Tarkeshwar pargana, and 

(3) similar rights in a portion of the British territory of 

Bardoli, Valod, Borsad and Anand in which the 
British regained transit rights by surrendering rights 
ii\ Baroda territory situated in Kim Katodra and 
elsewhere, an equivalent of the rights given up in 
Baroda in Kim Katodra being taken. 

107. The determination of the value of (3) is impracticable, 
»ud the only solution is to revert to the whole of the territory m 
Ivim Katodra, including Baroda territory in that area. Although 
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theoretically the British rights in Baroda territory in Kim Katodjtf- 
were transferred back to Baroda, the latter exercises no such righto 
at present, and the British Government still get the benefit of the 
excise duty on salt consumed therein. There are no ports & 
Baroda state territory in this area. For the purpose of computing, 
the value of the cession of Kim Katodra, it would therefore he 
not only convenient, but correct to take the revenues which the- 
British Government now derive from the whole of this region by 
virtue of the cession, and to ignore the exchanges «f 1866 in so 
far as they concern Baroda territory in Kim Katodra. To sum 
up then, we should compute the revenue derived by the British 
Government in the Kim Katodra region — 

(1) from the levy of sea customs in ports in Kim Katodra, 

(3) from the manufacture of salt in Kim Katodra, and 

(3) from the excise duty on salt consumed in that area, 

which was substituted generally for all transit and land customs 
duties. 

133. We have ascertained that the only port situated between 
the mouths of the Tapti and Nerbudda rivers is Bhagwa at which 
the duty collected during the year 1928-29 amounted to Rs. 16-8-0. 
No duty was realised during the year 1929-30. In other words, 
the sea customs collected in this region may be ignored. 

As regards salt, we have ascertained from the Collector of Salt 
Revenue, Bombay, that there are no salt works in Surat and 
Broach Districts, in which is incorporated the Kim Katodra region, 
except at Dharsana and Charwada in Bulsar Taluka, but this 
Taluka is outside the Kim Katodra region. There is, therefore, no 
salt manufacture in the Kim Katodra region. At the same time 
having regard to the fact that the substitution of the excise duty 
on salt was intended to take the place of the abolition of the land 
transit duties all over British India, we consider that the excise 
duty on salt accruing from the consumption of salt in Kim Katodra 
-region should be regarded as taking the place of the land transit 
duties which were ceded. Our computations of the net excise duty 
on salt accruing in this manner are as follows : — 


Rs. 

(!) In British territory in Kim Katodra . . 21,000 

(2) la Baroda territory in Kim Katodra . . - 9,000 

Total . 30,000 


If credit is given to the Baroda Darbar for the duty calculated 
as above not oply for the British territory included in Kim 
Katodra but also for the Baroda portion indpded thejeip, no 
farther credit should be given on account of this poftiOn of fearoda 
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♦territory in any computation of salt duty accruing from the State 
as a whole which may be separately made. 

As regards sea customs, \toe do not think that credit could be 
,given for the duty accruing by the consumption of imported articles 
taxed at ports outside Kim Katodra or on account of export duties 
on articles exported from this area. Our reasons for this view 
are that the right which the Gaekwar actually possessed in this 
territory, and which he ceded, was to levy sea customs at certain 
‘nakas’ or customs posts and land transit duties at others. Assum- 
ing for the alike of argument that these rights had not been ceded, 
and the incongruous arrangements between the Peishwa and the 
Gaekwar had been perpetuated, the Darbar could have now levied 
duty only on traffic passing through the j)orts in that area, and 
there is at present little or no revenue, from the ports in Kim 
Katodra. In fact we have gathered that even at the time of the 
cessions this was a very insignificant amount. As the sea-board 
of Kim Katodra never belonged to the Gaekwar, it cannot even 
be argued that the Darbar could have developed the ports and in 
consequence the customs revenue therein. As regards sea customs, 
the right claimed for the Gaekwar, and which he ceded in 1803 
was the right of levying such duties at customs posts within the 
region and we cannot agree that this implied a right to duties 
collected outside that region. We may, however, add that on the 
revised bases adopted by us we have computed the net 
Customs revenue accruing indirectly from both British and 
Baroda territories in the Kim Katodra region to be approximately 
Rs. 1,49,000 for the year Vhtf 5 “29. 

139. Although we have attempted to estimate the present value 
of the rights which were ceded under the heading ‘Kim Katodra’, 
we cannot help feeling that the task is on the whole more acade- 
mic than practical in view of the entirely altered conditions of 
the present times and the new fiscal arrangements which have 
come into being. We are inclined to think that the most equitable 
solution might be to regard the cession of 1803 under this heading, 
as a compounding of rights at a fixed annual value of Rs. 50,000. 
and, if this view is accepted, to give the Darbar credit for a sum 
of R*. 50,000 per annum in any financial adjustments which may 
be made. We regret we have been unable to obtain the views 
of the Baroda Darbar on this recommendation as we were unable 
to reach a conclusion in time for a discussion with them. 

Charges on account of rent payable by the Gaekwar for the 
Ahmedabad Farm. 

140. The districts composing the perpetual farm of Ahmedabad 
were ceded and accepted at net Rs. 12,01,909-2-5') subject to all 
the conditions of the farm (vide Schedule B of the Treaty of 1817, 
page 77, Aitchison’s Treaties, Volume VTH) ; the Gaekwar trans- 
ferred the farm to the British “it being distinctly understood that 
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the engagements to His Highness the Peishwa contingent on the 
farm of the said territories are to be performed by the Hon’ble 
Company, and no claim of any description on such account is at 
any time to be preferred against the Gaekwar Government’ * 
(vide Article 3 of Treaty of 1817, page 78). 

In Appendix XV, we reproduce a copy of a statement fur- 
bished to us by the Resident at Baroda which will show how the 
met amount of Rs. 12,61,969-2-50 at which the farm was ceded 
to the British was arrived at. 

The farm of Ahmedabad having been ceded by the Gaekwar 
to the British Government subject to the conditions of the farm, 
the payment of the annual rent of Rs. 4,50,000 to the Peishwa 
devolved on the British. According to a statement however on 
page 260 of the Bombay Gazetteer, Volume IV, Ahmedabad, the 
Peishwa is reported to have agreed by the Treaty of Poona that 
the lent of the Ahmedabad farm “should be paid by the Gaekwar 
to the British as part of the British claims on the Peishwa’s 
revenues.” The Treaty of Poona itself does not seem to sub- 
stantiate this statement. In any case the payment of rent 
on account of the farm devolved on the British Government when 
the Gaekwar ceded it to them, and it is immaterial how they came 
to escape the liability, whether it was because the Peishwa set it off 
against the cost of the subsidiary troops maintained on his behalf, 
or because the British Government themselves succeeded to the 
Peishwa’s rights on his overthrow. The question which now arises 
for consideration is whether any deduction should be made on 
account of the rent of the farm in view of the fact that when 
the Gaekwar ceded the farm with the liabilities thereof, the rent 
was an actual charge on its revenues. The only apparent grounds 
for charging the rent now would be that had the Gaekwar not 
ceded the farm, the British Government as the successors of the 
Peishwa might still have been in receipt of the rent to-day from 
the Baroda Darbar, and this rent would have been a charge on 
the farm of Ahmedabad. We were at first inclined to the view 
that a deduction of Rs. 4,50,000 should, therefore, be made from 
the present value of the Gaekwar’s cessions, but on mature con- 
sideration we are of opinion that it would not be correct to make 
any such deduction, for two important reasons : firstly, we are 
concerned with facts as .they are and, secondly, we are determining 
the present monetary value of the cessions to the British Gov- 
ernment, and are taking into account only the present actual 
revenue and expenditure. While the revenues have grown, the 
cost of administration has also grown even more rapidly, and it 
.would not be fair to charge only increases of expenditure without 
allowing for decreases. The rent of the farm is no longer an 
actual charge on the revenues of the ceded territories. 



CHAPTER XII. 

Grosza! zemaxfcs on the territories ceded by the Gaekwar 
and the results of valuation. 

SECTION A. — GENERAL. 

141. The approximate area of the territories ceded by the* 
Gaekwar for the maintenance of the subsidiary force is 3,845- 
square miles, excluding that of the Kadod Pargana. The area of 
Kadod is approximately 70 square miles being about one-third of 
the Baroda Taluka. The population .<*■««» «lii j to the census of. 
1921 was 1,256,300 including Kadod. 

142. Physical Aspect. — As far as we have been able to gather 
from our studies the soil is almost all fit for cultivation in the* 
Kaira District, although the land varies much in character. Except 
for a small corner of the hilly ground near the northern boundary 
and in the south-eastern part, the District of Kaira is one unbroken 
plain, sloping gently towards the south-west. In the centre of 
the District is situated a tract of most fertile and well-tilled soil. 
The Imperial Gazetteer describes the people to be skilful culti- 
vators and rich, who live in large well-built villages. “Their 
fields, yielding the choicest crops are sheltered by high hedges and 
the whole country is clothed with rows and clusters of large shapely 
trees”. The Ahmedahad District also but for the few hills in the 
north and the south west is generally a plain country with very 
fertile land. 

The Districts are drained by the chief rivers Mahi and 
Sabarmati and a number of smaller rivers. The Districts are 
frequently subject to floods, some of which have been disastrous. 

143. Administration in pre-British period. — Although Gujerat 
is generally noted for its fertility, the revenue which any govern- 
ment could collect in the unsettled days preceding British rule, 
depended upon its stability and strength. The villages were 
generally classified as the quiet or Rasti , the refractory as Mahvas 
or Giras and intermediate grade as Rasii Meh'was. It was a 
common feature of administration in those days for troops 
to accompany officers who went for the collection of revenue. An- 
other important feature of the land administration was the large 
number of alienated lands, and some of these alienations have 
evidently been continued down to the present time. 

We have given a history of the development of Ahmedabad 
City in Appendix No. XVI as it might be of interest. 

SECTION B. 

Valuation of the Baroda ceded areas in Kaira Mid Ahmedabad 

Districts. 

144. According to our plan, we had to find the value of the 
Kaira and Ahmedabad Districts as a whole, and then the value* 

m 



of the non-ceded areas therein. The case of Kaira District pre- 
sented exceptional difficulty as there is a single district treasury 
for both the Districts of Kaira and Panch Mahals. As a con- 
sequence of this the Collectors of Kaira and Panch Mahal Districts 
had to make very intricate and elaborate calculations in consulta- 
tion with departmental officers to give us separate figures of 
revenue and expenditure for the two Districts. Even after this 
we found that the cbmbined departmental figures of the two 
Districts departed from the figures which we obtained independ- 
ently from the Accountant General for the account District of 
Kaira including Panch Mahals. We have attempted to reconcile 
these differences by further correspondence with the Collectors 
and the Accountant General. Even at the time of going to the 
press a few discrepancies are still outstanding but they are not 
material. We have explained in Statements No. XXIV and 
XXV how we have arrived at the figures we have adopted for the 
Kaira District alone, on the basis of the details furnished by the 
Accountant General and the Collectors. It is unnecessary to go 
into any lengthy explanations here, in view of the explanatory 
notes which we have appended to the statements in question. 

145. In the case of the Ahmedabad District, though we did 
not have the task of separating the figures of any other district, 
we found that the figures furnished by the local authorities for the 
district as a whole differed considerably, in some cases, from 
those which we had obtained for the district as a whole independ- 
ently from the Accountant General, Bombay. We have reconciled 
the discrepancies after prolonged correspondence with the Account- 
ant General and the district -authorities, and we have no doubt 
that the task has entailed a very - considerable- amount of patient 
labour, also on the part of the local authorities and the Accountant 
General. We have given in Statements Nos. XXII and XXTI1 the 
figures of both the Accountant General and the Departmental 
Officers and the final figures which we have adopted, together with 
our reasons where necessary. 

146. The Collectors of Kaira and Ahmedabad furnished us with 
separate statements of the revenue and expenditure of the non- 
ceded territories under the various headings, as follows : — 

(1) 20 villages of kapad Tappa and 6 Gaekwar Dashroi 

villages in Kafra District. 

The Collector of Kaira supplied us with' the figures of actual 
revenue and expenditure only under the head “Land Revenue”. 
Under the remaining heads we have judiciously estimated the 
revenue and expenditure as explained in Statements Nos. XXVT — 
XXIX. 

(2) ' Ahmedabad District — 

(a) Half 'of NortH and South Daskroi Taluka including 
Ahmedabad City, * 
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(b) Ghioga Talaka 

(c) Dhandhuka Taluka, and 

(d) Three villages of the G'aekwar’s JJaskroi situated 

outside the Daskroi Talukas. 

The Collector furnished us with statements of revenue and 
expenditure to be accounted for these territories, under most of 
the heads of account. We have supplemented and corrected the 
statements with due regard to the principles enunciated by us in 
Chapter II of our Report. The results of valuation of these non- 
ceded areas have been embodied in Statements Nos. XXXI — 
XXXVIII. 

The final results of valuation of Kaira and Ahmedabad Districts 
and of the non-ceded territories therein have been consolidated in 
Statements Nos. XXX and XXXIX. 

Results of valuation. 

147. After excluding the non-ceded areas, i.e., ‘20 villages of 
Narad Tnnnaand 6 villages of the Gaekwar’s Daskroi, the revenue 
and expenditure of the Kaira District is as follows (vide Statement 
No. XXX.) 


(a) Central. 


Revenue 

Expenditure 


Rs. 

12,92,400* 
66, lOOf 


(b) Provincial. 


Rs. 

Revenue 28,42,000 

Expenditure . • 27,22,600 

The above figures do not take into account any addition on- 
account of provincial overhead charges or miscellaneous expendi- 
ture of a general nature, which have been separately added for 
all Baroda cessions, vide Statement No. XLI. 


2nd ’’Yet. Rs. 

•Customs 10,47.200 

Salt 1,36.600 

Imperial Excises 46.200 

fCiiRtoms 21,400 

Salt 16,100 
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In the case of Ahmedabad District, excluding provincial over* 
head charges and miscellaneous expenditure of a general nature^ 
the result is as follows ( vide Statement No. XXXIX). 


B evenue 
Expenditure , 

(a) Central. 

• • • • « 

Its. 

. 3P.63.700* 

l,30,300f 


(b) Provincial . 


Revenue 
Expenditure . 

• • » • • • 

Rs. 

. 27,27,400 

. 25,44,300 


At first sight, the revenues of the Ahmedabad District appear 
to be small, although Ahmedabad is a large centre of manufacture 
and trade. We would point out, however, that before reaching 
the results shown above, we have had to exclude the figures for 
half of the North and South Daskroi talukas including half of 
Ahmedabad city itself. 

148. We should mention here that the representatives of the 
Baroda Darbar invited our attention to the figures of land 
revenue and income-tax appearing in the latest edition of 
the ‘B’ volume of the DiVricf G'wtteer of these Dis- 
tricts. For the Ahmedabad District the land revenue fimire 
for 1921-22 was shown to be Ks. 12 lakhs while the income- 
tax fisrure for the, same voar was shown ns P.0 lakhs. We have 
however, worked on the figures for the years 1920-27 and onwards! 
We have no ready reference to the d strict figures for anv period 
between 1921-22 and 1926-27, but we find from the Finance and 
Bevenuo Accounts that the income-tax revenue for the Bombay 
Presidency as a whole dropped! from 836 lakhs in 1921-22 to 35(> 
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lakhs in 1925-26 and still further in 1926-27, 1927-28 and 1928-29. 
iWe find that the high figures for 1921-92 and thereabouts 
included large sums on account of excess profits duty. It is 
Obvious that those years were peak years just after the war and it 
would be incorrect to take such figures as representating normal 
revenue. The average figure of Income-tax revenue for the whole 
Ahmedabad District during the period reviewed by us is 
Bs. 22,06,900. A similar marked decrease, though not to the 
same extent, is also noticeable in the Kaira District where the 
1921-22 figure for income-tax was Bs. 1,85,234 while our figure, 
being the average of the three years ending 1929-30 is Bs. 62,400. 

The land Revenue figures have not changed to any extent. In 
the Ahmedabad District, according to the gazetteer, the figure is 
Bs. 12,03,100 while the average actuals during the period reviewed 
for the whole district is Es. 16,86,900. For the Kaira District the 
(Gazetteer figure of land revenue for 1921-22 is shown as 
Bs. 19,71,400; our figure for the whole district is Bs. 18,23,600. 

149. Overhead Charges. — In applying the principles outlined 
in Chapter III, and the formula in Statement No. Ill for the 
calculation of overhead charges, we have judiciously examined each 
case with due regard to the charges of the district accepted by 
us, so as to avoid, to the best of our ability, any double charge 
on account of the same expenditure. 

Past outlay on irrigation, Public works and Famine Relief. 

150. Irrigation. — (i) ' Kaira District . — In the Kaira District in 
the year 1921-22 there were 163 works (including those in charge 
of the Executive Engineer, Gujerat Irrigation District) for which 
only revenue accounts are kept as against only 11 works in the year 
1911-12. The area irrigated by these in the year 1921-22 was 
8,076 acres and the annual receipts and expenditure amounted to 
Bs. 16,826, and Rs. 27,280 respectively. We have appended in 
Statement No. XLTI, the up-to-date expenditure reported by the 
collector, to have been incurred by the British Government on 
irrigation works in the Kaira District. 

(ii) Ahmedabad District . — The District is not favourable for 
direct river irrigation as most of the rivers flow in deep narrow 
channels with sandy beds. At the same time there are many spots 
along the coast of Sabarmati, Khari and Bhadra rivers where, by 
means of a frame on the banks, water can be raised in leathern 
bags. Well water is also used to a considerable extent. 

Out of a cropped area of 2,078 square miles or 1,330,000 
acres in the whole District, 59,000 acres were irrigated in the 
year 1922-23. The principal Government irrigation works in the 
District are the Hatmati canal and the Khari Cut commanding 
an area of 21,600 acres in the year 3910-11. We have separately 
given statistics of up-to-date irrigation expenditure reported by 
\he collector in our Statements Nos. XT/VITI and XT /IX. 
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The District is also well supplied with reservoirs and tanks for 
-storing water not only for towns and villages but in outlying 
parts. These irrigate a considerable area. About 170 tanks have 
been excavated by famine labour. 

151. The irrigation expenditure and the interest calculated 
thereon may be summarised as follows : — 


(i) Ceded territories in Kaira District. 


Outlay. Interest. 


Rs. 

(а) Works lor which capital accounts are 

kept 8,19,100 

(б) Works for which no capital or revenue 

accounts are kept .... 10,17,600 


Rg. 


27,700 roundly. 
38,900 roundly. 


(ii) Ahmedabad District. 

(a) Works for which Capital Accounts are 

kept 14,54,400 54,600 roundly. 

( b ) Works for which no capital or revenue 

accounts are kept .... 4,69,000 21,000 roundly. 

We have charged interest under (i) (a) and (ii) (a) above in our 
expenditure Statement under the head ‘14 — Interest’. As regards 
(i) (b) and (ii) (b), we would invite attention to imnmrupl 24. 

152. Communications. — We have embodied in statements Nos. 
XLIV and XLVII the figures reported by the Collectors of the 
expenditure incurred by the British Government on the develop- 
ment of roads in the ceded territories. There are at present 
approximately 200 miles of road in each of the Kaira and Ahmeda- 
bad Districts maintained by Government besides others maintained 
by local boards. No information being forthcoming in respect 
of the roads situated in the non-ceded areas in the Kaira District, 
we have apportioned a share of the average expenditure and also 
of the interest calculated on the outlay up to 1925-26 to the non- 
ceded areas on a population basis. 

For the Ahmedabad District, separate figures were furnished 
to us (a) for the District excluding the Daskroi talukas and 
Ahmedabad city, (b) for the Daskroi talukas and the city of 
Ahmedabad. and (c) for the non-ceded areas. We have shown 
these in Statement No. XLVII. 

H 
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153. The capital outlay on roads in the ceded areas and the 
interest thereon would be as follows : — 


Outlay. Interest. 

Rs. Rs. 


Kaira . ... . 14,87,0' 0 55.700 roundly. 

Ahraedabad . ... 4,44,000 1 8,000 roundly. 

In this case, as in others, we have taken figures of outlay up to- 
1925-26 only, the average of the expenditure of the later years 
having been taken into account in the ordinary expenditure state- 
ments of the Districts, vide paragraphs 25-26. 

154. Buildings. — We have embodied in Statements Nos. 
XLIII, XLV and XLVII the past outlay on buildings. We have 
excluded, as far as possible, the outlay on ’ ■ !■ ■ : buildings 
in the non-ceded areas of the Ahmedabad District. In the Kaira 
District also we have excluded certain buildings of a purely local 
nature in Kaira town, which is part of the ‘Inam of Kaira’. The 
capital outlay we have taken into account for purposes of interest 
and the interest calculated thereon is : — 


Kaira District . 
Ahmedabad District 

Kaira District 


(i) Provincial . 

Outlay. 

Rs. 

. 20,52,000 

. 33,89,000 

(ii) Central . 

. . . 70,000 


Interest. 

Rs. 

88,700 roundly. 
1,40,000 roundly. 


2,300 roundly* 


In this connection, we would also invite attention to paragraphs 
25-26. 

155. Famine. — Although the Kaira and Ahmedabad Districts 
are like the rest of India, subject to periodical visitations of 
famine, our studies show that on the whole these Districts are 
compartively subject to fewer visitations than other parts of India. 
Apart from the exceptionally severe famines during the years 1899 
and 1901 the other recorded famines in the Kaira District are of 
compartively minor importance. In fact during the 40 years 
1836 — 76, though the rainfall had at times been scanty and the 
crops failed, no season of famine or even of general scarcity 
occurred in the Kaira District. In the famine of 1899 to 1902 
however there w T as an increase in the death rate by nearly 1*2 
lakhs and the loss of cattle in the year 1899-1900 alone numbered 
2*2?. lakhs. The cost of relief measures in the District of Kaira 
including Panch Mahals during the famine of 1900-02 was 
estimated at 88 lakhs and the remissions of land revenue amounted 
to Rs. 35 lakhs in these two Districts. 

156. In the case of the Kaira District, we have, in the absence 
of other information worked on the Bombay Famine Report 
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of 1899-1902 and, of necessity, ignored other famines. We have 
taken account of the expenditure incurred on ‘works’ and ‘gratui- 
tous relief’. The figures shown in the Report are on account of 
both Kaira and Panch Mahals Districts and we have separated 
them on a population basis. The share of the non-ceded areas in 
the Kaira District has been apportioned separately on a population 
basis and excluded from our calculations. The results are embodied 
in Statement No. XLVI. 

157. Ahmedabad District. — The Ahmedabad District apart 
from famine, has also suffered periodically from floods. The worst 
famine from which the District suffered was during 1899 to 1902 
when the death rate was also considerable. The cost of relief 
measures in the District during the famines of 1899 to 1902 
exceeded Rs. 78 lakhs, while about Rs. 24 lakhs of land revenue 
were remitted. 

The Collector of Ahmedabad has furnished us with the statistics 
of famine expenditure as far as they are available, which we have 

analysed and embodied in Statement No. L. 

158. The outlay in the ceded territories of both the districts, 
and the interest thereon are : — 

Works Outlay. Interest. 

Rs. Rs. 

Kaira . ..... 33,96,0 r 0* 1,13,000 roundly. 

Ahmedabad . ... 54,55,000* 1,81,000 roundly. 

Gratuitous relief and other expenditure. 

Rs. Rs. 

Kaira ..... . 11,70,000 39,000 roundly. 

Ahmedabad ...... 29,03,000 1,00,000 roundly. 

We may add that the local officers of the Ahmedabad District 
experienced some difficulty in collecting the information we required 
owing to the district records at Ahmedabad having been destroyed 
by fire during the riots of 1919. 

SECTION C.— CEDED TERRITORY IN SURAT DISTRICT. 

Kadod Pargana. 

159. The Kadod (or Kurrode as it is sometimes spelt) Pargana 
forms part of the present Taluka of Bardoli in the Surat District 
of Bombay. Tt was acquired by the British from the Gaekwar 
of Baroda in 1818 in part exchange for the ceded territory of 
Vijapur and Tuppa Summow of Kurree. At the time it was 
acquired the revenue or value of Kadod was shown to be Rs. 60,000 
(Aitchison’s Treaties, Yol. VIII, p. 78). 


Us. 

♦Includes Irrigation outlay of ... 49,77,000 

oil which interest amounts to 1,65,500 

K 2 
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160. Identification. — The Baroda Darbar furnished us with a 
list of 29 villages prepared from their accounts, together with a 
sketch map of the area showing all the villages to form a fairly 
compact block. The Resident at Baroda who examined the ques- 
tion of what comprised the Kadod cession agreed that the list 
prepared by the Darbar could be taken as correct. We discussed 
this cession at Surat with the Collector and also examined the 
Darbar’s sketch with a large scale map in the Collector’s office 
and were able to trace all the villages exactly as described by 
the Darbar. They form a compact block of territory and the 
Collector observed that the total area occupied by them would be 
approximately one-third of the Bardoli taluka. Appendix XII 
contains a list of the villages together with the revenues for the 
year 1815 as furnished by the Baroda Darbar. 

161. Present average revenue and expenditure. — The revenue 
and expenditure, excluding provincial overhead charges, as worked 
out by the Committee, is now (vide Statement No. XL.) : — 

(a) Central. 

Revenue . . Direct* 

Indirectf 


Total . 16,600 

Expenditure .... DirectJ . . . 300 

Indirect§ . . . 600 

Total . 900 

fb) Provincial . 

Rs. 

Revenue . .... 1.26,000 

Expenditure 69,900 


An important point we would like to draw attention to is that 
the actual land revenue in this area has been widely fluctuating 
as follows : — 

Rs. 

1927- 28 1,24,357 

1928- 29 . 34,369 

1929*30 . ... ... 81,709 

while the average assessed revenue in the annual Demand for 
the same period was approximately Es. 1,15,000. We were in- 

Rs 

•Income Tax ........ 3,100 

{Customs . ...... 8,500 

Salt . 3,800 

Imperial Excises — 

Petrol ...... . 800 

Kerosene ... ..... 400 

{Income Tax , 300 

§Customs ... , 200 

Salt ... 400 


Rs. 

3,100 

13,500 
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formed that the variations were due (a) to grant of suspensions 
and remissions owing to damage by frost in 1928-29 and (i>) to 
the starting of the no-tax campaign as a part of the civil dis- 
obedience movement in 1929-30. 

162. In this case we have adopted the same method of calcu- 
lation of revenue and expenditure as in the case of units smaller 
than a district except that under the head 22 — General Admi- 
nistration we have adopted the basis of population for the appor- 
tionment of the district expenditure against the 29 villages. 

163. Buildings. — With the exception of an old Thana at Kadod 
which was built nearly a century ago at, a cost of Rs. 234 there 
are stated to be no Government buildings in this area. We have 
ignored this, expenditure. 

164. Roads. — We are informed that there are no Government 
roads in this area. 

165. Irrigation. — Other than a few tanks which are evidently 
of pre- British origin there is no irrigation in the Pargana, and 
the small expenditure on maintenance of the few tanks referred 
to, is insignificant. 

166. Survey and Settlement. — Information in regard to the 
cost of the survey settlement of this area was not readily obtain- 
able. In any case it would have been almost negligible. 

167. Famine Relief. — We have examined the Bombay Famine 
Report of 1899-1902 and found that no expenditure was incurred 
on works during that famine in or near the ceded area from which 
the population could have benefitted. That famine, however, was 
widespread, and it is unlikely that the population were not assisted 
in some form or another. The proportion of the district expendi- 
ture on gratuitous relief, debitable to Kadod on a population basis 
would be Rs. 5,316 during the famine of 1899-1902. The amount 
is small and as no tangible assets have been created, we have not 
calculated the interest charges on this. 

SECTION D. 

Summary of results of valuation of the Baroda ceded territories. 

168. We have summarised the results of valuation of the 
territorial cessions by Baroda on the next page. 

As regards non-territorial cessions, the Darbar are entitled to 
credit as follows : — 

Rs. 

(1) Balasinor Tribute (paragraph 131) . 0,800 roundly. 

(2) Bhavnagar Tribute (paragraph 132) . . , , 74,000 

\ 3) Kim Katodra (paragraphs 134— 139) . 50,000 or any 

such amount as may bo awarded 
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Wo would invite attention to paragraphs 24 — 26 in regard to thii. 



CHAPTER XIII. 


Gwalior Cessions. 

169. Historical Survey. — During the period 1795 to 1802, the 
power of Scindhia, whose army was commanded by French 
Officers, was most dangerous to the British Government. .When 
by the treaty of Bassein in 1802 the British Government had 
recovered its influence at Poona and established a subsidiary force 
there. Daulat Bao Scindhia entered into a league with the Baja 
of Berar to defeat the objects of the treaty. As an amicable 
adjustment of the differences between Scindhia and the British 
Government seemed impossible conflict became inevitable and the 
British Government waged war against him. In the campaign 
which followed the power of Scindhia was completely broken 
both in upper and central India. By the treaty of Sarji Anjangaon 
which was concluded in 1803 Maharaja Scindhia ceded to the 
Honourable East India Company extensive territories in Hindustan 
and south of the Ajanta hills, the value of the former alone being 
nearly one crore and fifty lakhs at that time. 

By Article 15 of the same treaty the Maharaja was given the 
option of becoming a party to the defensive alliance concluded by 
the East India Company with the Peishwa and the Nizam, and 
the Company engaged that in the event of his so doing it would, 
“with a view to the future security of the Maharaja’s territories’ * 
maintain a subsidiary force of six battalions of infantry with their 
complement of ordnance and artillery and usual equipments of 
military stores, etc., and defray the expense of this force out of 
the revenues of the lands ceded by the treaty. This option was 
accepted by the Maharaja and as a result a treaty of Defensive 
Alliance was concluded m 1804 at Burhanpur by which the East 
India Company agreed : — 

(1) to afford protection in the event of any unprovoked 

aggression against the rights and territories of 
Maharaja Daulat Bao Scindhia, 

(2) to furnish a subsidiary force of not less than 6,000 

regular infantry with the usual proportion of artillery 
and with the proper equipment of warlike stores and 
ammunition, 

(3) that all charges and expenses of the six battalions and 

all their ordnance, artillery, military stores and equip- 
ment should be defrayed by the Honourable Company 
out of the produce of the revenues of the territory 
ceded by the Maharaja Scindhia to the Company 
under the treaty of 1803, and 

CP that the subsidiary force would “at all times be ready 
on the requisition of the Maharaja to execute services 
( 103 ) 
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of importance such as the care of the person ot the* 
Maharaja and his heirs, the protection of the country 
from attack and invasion, the overawing and chastise- 
ment of rebels or exciters of disturbance in the 
Maharaja’s dominions”. 

170. In connection with our present investigations the Darbar 
have claimed that these cessions of 1803 were intended to provide 
for the upkeep of a subsidiary force and that they are, in con- 
sequence, entitled to credit for them at least to the extent of the 
cost of the subsidiary forces which the East India Company under- 
took to maintain. We have, however, ignored consideration of 
the cessions of 1803 under instructions from the Government of 
India who have decided that the cessions were the outcome of 
defeat, as a result of which Scindhia was compelled to sue for 
peace and to sign the treaty of Sarji Anjangaon. The view held 
bv the Government of India seems to be that Article 15 of that 
treaty shows conclusively that the cessions were not intended to 
provide for the upkeep of a subsidiary force, and that these cessions 
would have been unaffected even if such a force had not 
materialised. 

171. Events of 1817 — 1844. — In the Pindaree war the plunder- 
ing Chiefs looked for support to Daulat Rao Scindhia as the most 
powerful of the Maratha Princes, and one whose feelings were 
hostile to the British Government. He was also subjected to 
strong solicitation from the Peishwa, who was endeavouring to 
restore the broken Maratha confederacy. Scindhia made no move- 
ment indicative of a design to aid the Peishwa, although he was 
no doubt hesitating as to the line he would take. Eventually 
Scindhia found himself so situated that he had to enter into a 
treaty with the British Government on the 5th of November 1817 
(pages 64 — 69, Aitchi son’s Treaties, Yol. IV), the main object 
of which was to secure his co-operation in the reduction of the 
Pindarees. By the treaty of 1817 Daulat Rao Scindhia w T as 
required — 

(i) to furnish a division of 5,000 horse for the suppression 

of the Pindarees; 

(ii) to renounce, for providing effectually for the pay and 

maintenance of this force, for a period of three years, 

(a) the payments aggregating Rs. 7 lakhs a year made^ 

to him by the British Government under the treatv 
of 1805, 

( b ) the Rajput tributes of Jodhpur, Bundi and Kotah 

amounting to Rs. 2,97,455 a year*: 

*The rayments under (<?)(&) were originally assigned for two years, but were, 
extended by an agreement in 1818 to three years. 
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(iii) to admit British garrisons to two of his forts, Hindi** 
and Asirgarh, and to assign the revenues of the terri- 
tories dependent on those forts for the maintenance- 
of the force. 

In connection with item (iii) we should mention that the Hindia 
fort was given up by the Killedar of that fort, while Jeswant Rao 
Lar refused to surrender the fort of Asirgarh. During the Pindaree 
campaign, Appa Sahib, ez-Raja of Nagpur took refuge in the fort 
and it became necessary on this account and because of its non- 
surrender, for the British forces to besiege and capture it in 1819. 
Although ostensibly Scindhia had ordered the Killedar, Jeswant 
Rao Lar to surrender the fort to the British, it was subsequently 
found that he had given written instructions to the Killedar to obey 
ah orders of the Peisliwa and not the British. In consequence of 
this Scindhia was required permanently to cede the fort of Asirgarh 
and a small tract of 17 hill villages dependent on it (known as 
Tuppa Sutrabustee) although the rest of the territories dependent 
on it v/ere restored to Scindhia after the campaign. 

172. The Pindaree war came to an end in 1820, but Maharaja 
Scindhia was not discharged from his obligation, and the auxiliary 
horse, which originally formed part of his troops and had been 
allocated for a period of three years only, continued to be main- 
tained at a reduced strength as a distinct British force at the 
cost of the Darbar. The funds allotted proved, however, to be 
inadequate even for meeting the expenses of this reduced force. 
Various arrangements were made to wipe out the deficit, but the 
final arrangement with Maharaja Jankuji Rao Scindhia, about 
the year 1830, appears to have been that the East India Company^ 
should, besides receiving the Rajput tributes (Rs. 3,42,000 a year), 
retain the management of the districts of Garhakota and Malthon 
in Saugor which yielded Rs. 75,000; that the Khandesh districts 
should be restored to Scindhia and that in lieu of them Scindhia 
should pay a sum of Rs. 66,926-8-0 a year, which was equivalent 
to their net revenues. No written engagement was concluded but 
the contingent was re-organised in accordance with the above 
arrangement. 

This arrangement continued throughout the life time of 
Maharaja Jankuji Rao Scindhia but changes came with later 
events. Maharaja Jankuji Rao died in 1843. He had left no 
child and his widow Maharani Tara Rani, a girl of 12 years of 
age, adojited a boy of 8 who succeeded as Maharaja Ali Jah Jayaji 
Rao. The mother and the adopted son being both minors, Mama 
Sahib, the maternal uncle of the deceased ruler, was appointed 
regent. The intrigues of the last regime soon culminated in an 
open rebellion bv Dada Khasgiwala against the regency. The 
result tv as that Mama Sahib who w T as expelled, fled for his liter 
to the neighbouring State of Tonk. Lord Ellenborougb, who wai* 
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Governor General at the time, demanded surrender of the Dada. 
*The Resident’s letter to the Maharani stating the conditions under 
which alone friendly relations could be re-established between the 
British and the Darbar, and requiring the banishment of Dada 
Khasgiwala, whose presence was the only obstacle to the restoration 
of friendship, was intercepted by Dada Khasgiwala who concealed 
•its contents from the Maharani. This act was considered to be 
a virtual assumption of the powers of Government by Dada Khas- 
giwala and a supersession of the authority of the Maharani and 
the young chief, whose position and supremacy the British Gov- 
ernment were bound to maintain by treaty. Dada Khasgiwala 
was seized by the Chiefs who were favourable to the restoration 
of peace, but he was released by the portion of the army whose 
support he had bought ; and it was only on the advance of a British 
force towards Gwalior‘ that he was surrendered. 

173. It now remained to negotiate measures for the formation 
of an efficient government and the reduction of the army. For this 
purpose an interview was agreed upon between the Governor 
General and the Maharaja to take place at Hingona on the ‘26th 
December 1843. The day passed without the appearance of the 
Maharani and her son, who were held in restraint by the mutinous 
troops. On the 29th of December, when the British Army was 
taking up its advanced ground, it was fired on by the Gwalior 
troops. The battles of V r * V.- and Panniar were fought on 
the same day and ended in the total defeat of the Gwalior army, 
and the conclusion of the Treaty of the 13th of January 
1844. The result of the treaty was to consolidate, on an 
^extended basis, the arrangements which had been made by the 
treaty of 1817 for the maintenance of a contingent force. The 
Maharaja was required to assign territory worth about Rs. 13 
lakhs, vide Schedule A on pages 82-83, Aitchison’s Treaties, Vol. 
I, in addition to the revenues set apart and assigned for the 
former contingent and payments received by the British Govern- 
ment, amounting to about Rs. 5,46,900. We have been unable 
to find out the exact details of this figure, which is referred to 
at pages 83 and 90 of Aitchison’s Treaties, Vol. TV, but we have 
produced as Appendix No. NVTT a copy of a memorandum which 
gives some information on this point. It was further provided 
by the treaty that if the revenues of these assigned districts should, 
after defraying all the charges of civil administration, exceed the 
sum of Company’s Rs. 18 lakhs, the surplus should be paid 
to His Highness Maharaja Jyajee Rao Scindhia ; and if the said 
revenues and receipts should fall short of Company’s Rs. 18 lakhs 
-per annum the deficiency should be made good by His Highness. 

It was further laid down that the civil administration of the 
assigned territories should be conducted by the British Govern- 
'ment. These territories were accordingly placed under British 
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administration, but the revenues were constantly falling off and 
large arrears accumulated against the Darbar. The total income 
to the British Government in 1860 from the assignments of 1844 
amounted only to Es. 17,60,029-4-5 as against over Rs. 18 lakhs 
■s' -it. nc (1 in 1844 (See Appendix No. XIX). 

174. In this connection we should mention that considerable 
portions of the territory which were assigned in 1844 for the 
maintenance of the enlarged contingent force had actually been 
transferred to the British Government by Scindhia in 1823 for 
management on his behalf, as the Maharaja had not been receiving 
adequate revenue from those territories. Moreover in consequence 
of the disorder which prevailed in them great inconvenience was 
occasioned to the adjacent districts of the British Government. 
In order to remove those inconveniences and also to restore them 
to prosperity, it was arranged that the British Government should 
manage them on behalf of Scindhia. 

175. Changes made in 1860 in the arrangements of 1844. — A 

revision of the arrangements made by the treaty of 1844 became 
necessary in 1860 inter alia for the following reasons : — 

(1) for his services during the Mutiny, Scindhia had been 

informed that lands yielding Es. 3 lakhs a year would 
be added to his territories, and that the arrears due 
to the British Government on account of the defici- 
ency in the revenues of the Districts assigned under 
the treaty of 1844 would be remitted, and no pay- 
ments would in future be claimed, should these 
revenues fall short of Rs. 18 lakhs ; 

(2) it was found necessary to provide for certain exchanges 

of territory between Scindhia and the British Govern- 
ment for the rectification of boundaries and the con- 
solidation in Hindustan of Rcindhia’s possessions 
which were then scattered throughout Hindustan and 
the Deccan ; 

(3) the arrangement of 1844 whereby the territorial 

sovereignty of the aligned districts remained with 
Scindhia, while the administration was vested in the 
British Government, was found to be inconvenient. 
It was, therefore, necessary to provide for the cession 
in full sovereignty to the British Government of all 
the districts assigned in 1844 which would remain 
with them after effecting the necessary exchanges. 

These modifications of the treatv of 1844 were embodied in a 
new treaty concluded on the 12th of December 1860. The British 
Government undertook to maintain a subsidiary force costing not 
less than Rs. 16 lakhs a year in the place of the contingent force 
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which then became extinct ( vide clause 8 of the Treaty of I860,, 
Aiichison’s Treaties, Vol. IV). 

176. Preparation of a Schedule of Cessions. — We are concerned 
with the valuation of territories assigned by Scindhia in 1844 
which remained with the British Government in 1860 after the 
grant of the Mutiny reward to Scindhia. The preparation of a 
Schedule of territories to be valued by us was, however, beset 
with many difficulties in view of a number of complicated ex- 
changes of territory between Scindhia and the British Govern- 
ment in 1860 and thereafter, which involved not only exchanges 
of territory assigned in 1844 for the contingent force, but also 
other British territory. The Government of India invoked the 
assistance of the Resident at Gwalior for the preparation of the 
necessary schedule in consultation with the Darbar. He was re- 
quested to keep in view the distinction between territories ceded as 
the result of conquest and those ceded for the maintenance of pro- 
tecting troops. He was, also requested to bear in mind that a 
considerable part of the cessions made by Gwalior in 1860, was 
in return for territories made over to the Darbar by the British 
Government, and that it would, of course, be necessary to exclude 
from the schedule any territory for which such a quid pro qua 
was given. A list of pecuniary payments (assigned tributes, etc.) 
was also asked for. The Resident obtained and furnished six 
schedules, which had been prepared by the Darbar showing : — 

(1) Territories ceded in 1803 (Aitchi son’s Treaties, Vol. IV, 

pages 46 — 53). 

(2) Assignments of 1844 [Aitchison’s Treaties, Vol. IV, 

pages 82 and 83, vide also Appendix No. NVTII (I) to 
this Report] . 

(3) Territories out of the assignments of 1844 remaining* 

with the British Government, after retrocessions, 
etc., in 1S60; Schedule C, page 90, Aitchison’s 
Treaties, Vol. IV [vide also Appendix No. XVIII 
(IT) to this Report.] 

(4) Fresli territories transferred by the Darbar in 1860 

[Articles 3 and 4 of the 1860 Treaty, pages 85-86, 
Aitchison’s Treaties, Vol. IV, vide aslo Appendix 
No. XVIII (III) to this Report]. 

(5) Retrocessions, out of the assignments of 1844, by the 

British Government to Scindhia, vide Schedule B on 
page 90, Aitchison’s Treaties, Vol. TV and Appendix 
No. XVITI (TV) to this Report. 

(6) New territories transferred by the British Government 

to Scindhia in 1860. [Article 5, page 86, Aitchison’s 
Treaties, Vol. IV, vide also Appendix No. XVIII (V) 
to this Report.] 
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177. We have already dealt with the cessions of 1803 . At> 
legards tine cessions of 1860 which are based on the assignments 
•of 1844, the Resident was of opinion that as the cessions of 1844 
were not of a penal nature they should be taken into account, bat 
he suggested that as these were modified and regularised under the 
Treaty of 1860 the assignments of 1844 could be ignored except as 
references to the final transactions and adjustments of 1860. He 
accordingly advised that after taking into account the exchanges 
of territories, the grant of the Mutiny reward, and all adjustments, 
the schedule C of the statement at page 90 of Aitcliison’s Treaties, 
Vol. IV, represented the outstandings for which the Darbar should 
receive credit, that is, for territories and tankas transferred in full 
sovereignty in 1860 to the British Government under Article 7 
of the Treaty of 1860. The Resident’s recommendation was based 
on a literal reading of the text of the 1860 Treaty which provided 
mter alia : — 

tl) for the grant of a reward to Scindhia of lands, the gross 
revenue of which was to be 3 lakhs, out of his own 
■i "“i' ■ '/ districts then in the possession of the British 
Government (Article 2 of the Treaty, page 85, 
Aitchison’s Treaties, Vol. TV); 

<2) for the transfer to the British Government of certain 
territories belonging to Scindhia in the Paneh Mahals 
and in the Deccan and Gujarat, in exchange for terri- 
tories of equal value be’onging to the British Govern- 
ment situated in and around .Thansi and on the Pahuj ; 
and 

(3) On the completion of the transactions (1> anu f2>, for 
the transfer to the British Government in ’ full 
sovereignty of the balance of the Assignments of 
1814 still in their possession. 


178. Prima facie it would seem as if the Resident were correct 
in suggesting that we should take into consideration only the 
balance of territories transferred to the British Government m full 
sovereignty, out of the assignments of 1844, which were still in 
their possession in 1860; although, this would have the effect of 
wiping out the Mutiny reward, as we shall explain later. The 
Resident would have been correct, only if the territories restored 
to Scindhia under the treaty of 1860 consisted of just the amount 
of the Mutiny reward, namely, Rs. 3 lakhs, and if Rtindhia had 
not also received back some additional territory assigned bv him 
in 1844 and transferred new territories in exchange, cf.. Schedule 
R. on wage 90. Aitchison’s Treaties, Vol. IV. We have discovered 
that the actual transactions which were completed on the basis 
of the 1860 treaty differed to some extent from the position ns 
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stated in x\rticles 2 — 5 of that treaty, and in consequence the 
Kesident’s finding that Schedule C of the statement t>n page 90 
of Aitchison’s Treaties, Vol. TY, alone should be regarded as 
defining the territories and funds ceded by Scindhia for protec- 
tion, was erroneous. The reason for this is that, although the 
treaty was signed in I860, it formed only a basis for the transac- 
tions, and the actual exchanges of territories were not completed 
till 1864 or even later. Moreover, it was not possible to conform 
strictly to the letter of the Treaty owing* to the complicated 
adjustments necessitated by having* to find, for the purposes of 
exchange, territories of equal value. 

179. We have made elaborate researches into the contemporary 
records of -the time and the correspondence which passed between 
the various authorities. As a result we have ascertained that the 
Assignments of 1844 for the .maintenance of the contingent force 
were modified by the Treaty of 1860 in the following parti- 
culars : — 

I. — In 1860 and shortly thereafter Scindhia was given the 

following territories : — 

Rs. A. p. 

(a) for Mutiny reward — 

Neemueh District (except t,vo- thirds 
share of Kishoraipatan), out of his 
assignments of 1844 to the British 
Government 2,72,893 3 8 

(b) for exchange purposes and also for mak- 

ing good the mutiny reward, territories 

from the assignments of 1844 , t 1,90,728 12 1 

(c) fresh British territory in Jhansi District 

for exchange 2,52,330 1 4 

(d) Net value of further exchanges in 1871 * 4,658 1 9* 

Total . 7,20,610 2 10 

II. — As against the above territories given to Scindhia the 

latter transferred in full sovereignty to the British 
territories in 1S60 to the value of Its. 4,14,593-2-10 
in Panch Mahals, Hindustan, and the Deccan as 
provided under Articles 3 and 4 of the Treaty of 1860 
and the Kharitas dated August 1861 and October 
1861, on pages 85 — 88, Aitchison’s Treaties, Volume 
IV. The original value of territory received from 
Scindhia was computed at Rs. 4,14,919-0-7 but it was 
noticed in 1871 that there was a deduction of 
Rs. 325-13-9 to be made, vide adjustment referred to 
at page 93 of Aitchison’s Treaties, Volume IV. 

•In the Schedules furnished to by the Darbar this amount was shown as 
Rs. 4,983-15-6 but the figure should be Rs. 4,658-1.!), ride pages 91 -93 
Aitchison’s Treaties, Vol. IV. 
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180. The net result of these transactions was that Scindhia 

received territories as Mutiny reward to the value of Rs. 3,06,017*. 
It will be seen that even if it is held that the whole of the Mutiny 
reward, namely, Rs. 3,06,017 was given out of the territories 
restored to Scindhia under the Treaty of 1860 out of his own assign- 
ments of 1844, the balance of the retrocessions in 1860 fronfr 
Scindhia’s assignments amounting to Rs. 1,57, 604-15-9 1 was not 
a free gift to Scindhia. The British Government received other 

territories in lieu thereof and the Gwalior Durbar are in conse- 
quence entitled to credit for the territories thus received to the 
extent of Rs. 1,57,604-15-9 in addition to those shown in Schedule 
C on page 90 of Aitchison’s Treaties. As a matter of fact, tho 
Gwalior Darbar have suggested to us that only the Neemuch 
District (Rs. 2,72,893-3-8) was given as Mutiny reward out of the 
Assignment of 1844, and that the balance of Rs. 33,123-12-4 ot the 
Mutiny reward was given out of fresh territory transferred by the 
British Government in 1860 under Article 5. We have not been- 
able to substantiate this statement as no separate account was kept 
of the territory given as Mutiny Reward from that given in ex- 
change. In fact, we have been led to the view that the whole of 
the Mutiny reward was given out of Scindhia’s own territory which 
be had assigned in 1844. 

181. To sum up then, the Gwalior Darbar should be considered' 
as having ceded to the British in 1860, territories and funds then- 
amounting to Rs. 14'54 lakhs as follows : — 

lakhs. 

Rs. 

Value of 1844 assignments in 1860 . . . 17*60 

Deduct Mutiny Reward given as a result of compli. 
cated exchanges , . . . . . 3. 66 

Net . 14*54 


•The treaty of 1860 refers to the Mutiny Reward as valued at Rs. 3 lakhs eross 
we have found, however, that the British Government subpequently agreed that 
it should be Rs, 3 lakbs plus abkari, etc., i.e., a total estimated at Rs. 3,06,017 

Ns, a. p. 

tto + (b) * 2,72,893 3 8 

1,90,728 12 1 



Total 

4,63,621 16 9 

Deduct Mutiny Reward 
• 


3,06,017 0 0 


Net 

1,87.604 IS 9 



Incidentally we should mention that we find that the figure 
of Es. 97,397 shown against Tlo-hjiigabiul in Schedule C' on page 
90 of Aitchison’s Treaties, Volume IV, is an error for Es. 97,379. 
Then again the deduction made on account of Charthana in the 
same schedule should have been Es. 1,197-6-8 at which it was 
Valued in the same schedule and not at Es. 800 at which the 
deduction was actually made. Allowing for these corrections the 
figure in Schedule C should be Es. 12,96,407-4-8 as against 
Es. 12,96,822-11-4. We have throughout worked on this correct 
figure, namely, Es. 12,96,407-4-8. After having established that 
n is not only the cessions appearing in Schedule C on page 90, 
Aitchison’s Treaties, Vol. IV, but additional territories of the value 
of Es. 1,57,600 that we should value so as to make up the sum 
of Es. 14'54 lakhs, we had to prepare a schedule for this additional 
territory to the value of Es. 1.57,600 approximately, representing 
-the fresh cessions by Scindhia in exchange for assignments of equal 
value which he had made in 1844, but this turned out to be an 
impossible task. At the time that the Treaty of 1860 was drawn 
up and given effect to, the British Government and the Gwalior 
Parbar only contemplated that the net result of all the trans- 
actions should leave a balance in favour of Scindhia equal to the 
Mutiny reward and should also effect the desired adjustment of 
boundaries. The fresh cession in 1860 of about Es. 4,15,000 
worth of territory by Scindhia was in exchange not only for terri- 
tory worth Es. 1,57,600 which was received back by him out 
of his 1844 assignments, but also for fresh British territory in 
.Thansi District to the value of Es. 2,52,000. Neither the British 
Government nor Scindhia ear-marked at that time individual pieces 
of British territory against the corresponding pieces of Scindhia’s 
territory received in exchange. We have attempted to solve this 
difficulty of distinguishing the fresh cessions in 1860 in exchange 
for the 1844 assignments which can be regarded as for protection, 
from other exchanges of territory which have no bearing on our 
problem, by working out the present value of the whole, or as much 
of the entire cessions bv Scindhia as possible. We have then pro- 
ceeded to evaluate the Durbar’s territorial contribution for protec- 
tection , on the basis of the proportion which the value of territories 
ceded for protection bore in 1860 to the entire territories valued by 
us. 

182 . Selection of territory to be valued compbcated by other 
exchanges.— We should mention in this connection an additional 
difficulty which we encountered in dealing with the Gwalior 
cessions. The British Government no longer possess some of the 
original cessions as they have exchanged them with, other States. 
Some of the territories ceded by Scindhia were subsequently ex- 
changed by the British Government for territories of Holkar and 
along with, these transfers some fresh British territorv also entered 



into the exchanges, vide pages 209-230, Aitchison’s Treaties, Vhli 
TV. There were similarly some exchanges with the Nizam. 

We should also mention certain exchanges of territories ceded 
for protection, which took place between the British Government 
and Scindhia subsequent to the year 1860. These are mainly the 
following : — 

I. In 1871 the British Government transferred to Scindhia 

(a) 15 villages in Bhander in United Provinces ceded by 
Scindhia for subsidiary troops plus some other 
territory which had not been ceded, and in ex- 
change, Scindhia ceded : — 

(i) the Morar Oantonment lands, 

(ii) Sirusgaonkata village in Poona District, 

(iii) certain villages held by Scindhia in Hyderabad, 

vide Aitchison’s Treaties, Yol. IV, pages 91-94. 
The British Government subsequently exchanged 
these with the Nizam. 

II. In 1886, the British Government transferred to 

Scindhia, the Morar Cantonment and the Port of 
Gwalior in exchange for the Port and town of 
Jhansi which was then with Scindhia, Aitchison’s 
Treaties, Vol. IY. page 148. 

III. In 1888, the British Government transferred to Scindhia 

territory including inter alia 27 Bhander villages in 
the United Provinces formerly ceded by the latter for 
subsidiary troops, in exchange for 58 villages in 
Jhansi Tahsil transferred by Scindhia, vide 
Aitchison’s Treaties, Yol. IY, pages 149-150. 

183. We have already made it clear that the net result of the 
transactions of the 1860 Treaty, was that Scindhia contributed 
to the Subsidiary force, territories and funds to the value of 
Rs. 14'54 lakhs. Excluding cash contributions, viz . , tributes and 
tankas amounting to Rs. 4*51 lakhs, the territorial cessions 
amounted to Rs. 10-03 lakhs. It is apparent from the foregoing 
account of other exchanges in 1860 and later, which were not 
confined to the ceded territories, that the identification of terri- 
tories for the maintenance of a subsidiary force, as distinct from 
those ceded merely by way of exchange, has been 'almost impos- 
sible, except in regard to the territorial portions of assignments 
of 1844 worth about Es. 7’48 lakhs in 1860, still intact. The 
balance of territory worth Es. 2-55 to make up the 10 ‘03 lakhs is 
merged in a larger group of cessions by Gwalior or by other States 
amounting at the time of the cessions to Rs. 5'20 lakhs. This is 

1 



clear from the synoptic view we have presented of the several trans-> 
actions which have affected the Gwalior Assignments and cessions 
from 1844 in Appendix No. XIX, and which have also been sum- 
marised below. 


Description. 


No. 

of 

villages. 


Revenue . 


Remarks. 


Territory and f unds remaining out 


Bhander (Unitod Pro- 
vinces). 

Kachwavaghar (Unitod 
Provinces). 

Chanderi (United Pro- 
vinces). 

Hoshantrabnd (Central 
Provinces). 

Nimawar (Central Pro- 
vinces). 


Manpur (Central India) 

Khandesh (Bombay) . 

Nimar (Central Pro- 
vinces). | 

Saupor (Central Pro- 
vinces). 

Keshorai Patan 


Tributes — 

Kotah * 

7 Kotrees 
Jodhpur • 
Ratlam and Sailana 
Unarsi ♦ 

Amjhera 


of the Assignments for protection of 1844 * 
Rs. a. p. 

17,263 10 0 
1,14,720 8 0 

94,908 15 6 

97,379 4 0 

. . 17 rent free and 17 

waste villages remain- 
ing out of original 
cession of Satwaa 
Nimawar. 

4,400 11 11 
2,15,617 6 9 

1,13,667 0 7 

89,754 12 0 

80,000 0 0 This is a cash payment, 
the territory ceded 
having been given to 
Bundi State in lieu 
of a sum of Rs. 80,000 
per annum with the 
cognizance of the 
Gwalior Darbar, c/. 
page 235 Aitchison** 
Treaties, Vol. Ill* 


99,176 0 0 
10,279 0 0 
97,200 0 0 
1,08,550 0 0 
21,100 2 6 
34,387 12 0 


►Total (1860) Rs. 
3,70,692-14-6. See 
Chapter XV. 


Total of (o) . 


11,98,405 3 3 


Item No* 


Description. 


I No. 
i of 
' villages. 


Revenue. 


Remarks. 


Rs. a. p. 


(b) Other territory and 
cash tanka . 

Burhanpur (Central 
Provinces). 

Kanjia (Central Pro- 
vinces). 

Pawagarh Punjmuhal 
(PaUch Mahals Dis- 
trict of Bombay). 

Ajmer (Jagir) . 

Agra and Muttra (Jagir) 
(United Provinces). 

| 

Jhansi (Tanka of Bar* 1 

, wasagar). 


97,210 6 2 h 


33,122 6 0 


1,62,668 9 7 


6,267 12 6 

15,729 14 0 


10,000 0 0 


This territory and cash 
tanka were received 
under the treaty of 
1860 in exchange part- 
ly for territory restor- 
► ed to Gwalior from 
the assignment of 
1844 and partly for 
other British terri- 
tory. 


18 1st exchange . 
2nd exchange 


15,914 0 4 


o . J 


19 Sholapur, Bombay 
Ahmadnagar, Bombay 


20 Sirusgaonkata village, 
Bombay. 


These villages were re- 
ceived from the Nizam 
in exchange for 10 
Hyderabad villages, 
g ven by Gwalior along 
with the Sirusgaon- 
kata village under 
the terms of the 
Treaty of 1871, partly 
in exchange for cer- 
tain villages ceded 
for protection, and 
partly in settlement 
of a deficit of Rs. 
4,658-1-9 in the 1860 
exchange account. 


452 9 4 


Carried over 


4,30,371 9 11 



S' 

! 

HI 

Description. 

No. 

of 

villages 

Revenue. 

Remarks. 




Rs. a. p. 



Brought forward . 


4,30,371 9 11 


21 

22 

Chandore Estate, Bom- 
bay comprising 8 vil- 
lages in Nasik and 
one in Ahmednagar. 

Wabgaon Estate com- 
prising 6 Poona vil- 
lages, 3 Ahmednagar 
villages, 6 Deccan 
villages in the Bom- 
bay Presidency and 
5 Jagir villages in 
Bulandshahr, United 
Provinces. 

j 

9 

19 

► 50,067 11 6 

J 

The Chandore and Wftb- 
gaon Estates were 
received from Indore 
in exchange for terri- 
tory originally ceded 
by Gwalior of the 
value of Rs. 56,000 
round, and other Bri- 
tish territory. The 
value of the two 
estates in 1880 was 
shown to be Rs. 
71,288 roundly but 
Gwalior is entitled 
to credit for the equi- 
valent of the ceded 
territory given to 
Indore only, viz., 
to the value of Rs. 
56,000. 

23 

Jhansi (United Pro- 
vinces). 

58 

23,048 0 0 

Received from Gwalior 
in exchange (a) for 
certain villages ceded 
originally for protec- 
tion and (6) other 
British territory. 

24 

Portion of Jhansi town 
equivalent to Morar 
Cantonment lands. 

• • 

10,000 0 0 


{ 

Total of (5) 

•• 

5,20,077 5 4 



Total of (a) and (b) 

•• 

17,18,482 8 7 



Deduct cash tankas 
separately dealt with 

.. 

-4,50,692 14 6* 



Deduct also Barwasagar 
Tanka . 

. . 

10,000 0 0 


« i 

Territories available for 
valuation 

.. 

12,57,789 10 1 



♦Tributes . • 

Kesborai Pa tan . 

• • 

• • 

• • • 

. * . 

Rs. A. P. 

3,70,692 14 6 

80,000 0 0 


4 , 50, 692 14 6 





As already explained by us, excluding tributes and cash tanUftw 
under items 10 and 11 above amounting to Rs. 4*51 lakhs, the 
value of the territorial cessions m 1860, to which the Darbar are 
entitled to credit, amounts to Rs. 10*03 lakhs. Item No. 17 was 
a cash tanka received by way of exchange and after excluding this, 
the territorial cessions in the above list amount to Rs. 12,57,789-10-1. 
For practical reasons explained below we have been unable to 
find the value of items 18, 20 to 22 and 24 of the above list 
amounting to Rs. 1,57,424-5-1. The total value of the territories 
taken into consideration by us is, therefore, Rs. 11,00,365-5-0 or 
roundly Rs. 11 lakhs at the time of the cessions consisting of 
items 1-9, 12-16, 19 and 23 of the above list. As the value in 
1860 of the territorial cessions for which the Darbar are entitled 
to credit amounted only to Rs. 10*03 lakhs, we have in our final 
calculations, worked on the fraction 

184. The practical difficulties which stood in the way of our 
valuing items 18, 20-22 and 24 of the list in i ■ ■ r 1 . 183 may 

be briefly stated here. 

(1) The 171 Deccan villages comprised two items of exchanges. 
After elaborate researches in the records of the Alienation Office at 
Poona, under the direction of the Commissioner of Poona Division, 
it was found that the villages in question were scattered over a 
number of districts and could not be definitely identified owing to 
a large number of them bearing the same name. Several others 
could not be traced at all. In the circumstances we had to abandon 
the valuation of these scattered villages after a good deal of wasted 
labour. 

(2) Sirusgaonkata village referred to in item 20 of the list in 
paragraph 183 was ceded by Scindhia under the terms of the treaty 
of 1871 at a value of Rs. 453 roundly, vide Aitchison’s Treaties, 
Volume IV, pages 91-94. We have abandoned the computation 
of the present value of this small village as it involved purely 
hypothetical calculations, the results of which could never be satis* 
factory. 

(3) The Chandore and Wabgaon Estates referred to in items 21 
and 22 of the list in paragraph 183 above were formerly the pro- 
perty of Maharaja Holkar of Indore. They were received by the 
British Government in 1878 in exchange for : — 

(a) 197 Nimawar and 145 Nimar villages which had been 

ceded by Scindhia as part of the assignments of 1844, 
and 

(b) certain other British territory unconnected with Gwalior 

cessions. 

The villages comprising the Chandore and Wabgaon Estates 
are found to be scattered over several districts, for example, Nasik, 
Poona, Ahmednagar, Sholapur and West Khandesh in the Bombay 



Presidency and Bnlandshahr in the United Provinces. Owing to 
the inherent difficulties of valuing isolated villages so widely 
scattered, we have had to abandon these items after we had spent 
a good deal of time on them. 

(4) The portion of Jhansi town (item 24) was received in con- 
nection with the restoration to Scindhia of the fort of Gwalior and 
the Morar Cantonment. The exchange was not made on a strict 
monetary basis and it was impossible to define exactly what pro- 
portion of the town of Jhansi could be considered as equivalent 
in value to the Morar Cantonment lands. 

185. To sum up then the territories which we have valued in 
accordance with the plan explained above are as follows : — 

T . — In the Central Provinces — 


Area. 

No. 

of 

villages. 

! 

Revenue. 

| 

i 

Remarks. 



Rs. a. p. 


(a) Nimar (item 8, paragraph 183) 

616 

1,13,667 0 7 


( b ) Nimawar (item 5, paragraph j 




183) 

34 * 

Nil. 

♦These were rent 


1 

i 

free and waste. 

(c) Burhanpur (item 12, paragraph 

1 



183) 

273 

97,21ft ft 2 


( d ) Kanjia (item 13, paragraph 



i 

183) 

104 

33,122 8 0 > 

1 I 

i 

(e) Hoahanpa had (item 4, para- 


i > 

graph 183) .... 

762 

97,379 4 0 


(/) Sangor (item 9, paragraph 183) 

268 

80,754 12 0 


Total 


, 4,31,139 12 9 

l 

II. — In Bombay Presidency . 


! 1 

! 1 

(a) Khandesh (item 7, paragraph 




183) 

272 

2,16,617 6 9 


(6) Pawagarh, Panoh Mahals (item 




14, paragraph 183) 

702 

1,62,668 9 7 


Sholapur and Ahmednagnr 


I 


(item 19, paragraph 183) 

13 

! 15,000 0 0 


Total 

i 

3,03,288 0 4 

• 



Area. 

No. 

of 

villages, j 

Revenue. 

j ’ W 

Remarks^,* 

IIT. — In the United Province* — 

(a) Bhander (item 1, paragraph 


Rs. a. p. 


183) 

(6) Kachwayaghar (paragraph 183. 

38 

17,263 10 0 

1 

1 

item 2) 

(c) Chanderi (item 3, paragraph : 

! 160 

1,14,720 8 0 


183) • 

( d ) Agra and Muttra litem 16, 

380 

91,908 15 6 


paragraph 183) . 

<tf) Jhansi (item 23, paragraph 

22 

} 

15,729 l-l 0 


183) 

Total 

IV.-— In Central India — < 

i 

i 

Manpur (item 6, paragraph ' 

58 

! 

1 23,618 0 0 

2,66,270 15 6 


183) 1 

V.— In A jmrr-M er i va ra — 

Ajmer (Jagir) (item 15, para- 

28 ; 

i 

1,400 11 11 


graph 183) .... 

Grand Total 

9 

5,267 12 6 

11,00.365 5 0 



The identification of these territories has been dealt with in 
Chapter XIV. 

186. We should explain here that the Gwalior Darbar have 
claimed that they should be credited with the value of territories 
and funds which were worth Es. 17-60 lakhs, in other words that 
they should not virtually lose the benefit of the Mutiny reward 
which would be the case if we took account of only Es. 14*54 lakhs 
worth of cessions. They pointed out that had the Mutiny reward 
of Es. 3*06 lakhs been given out of British territories instead of 
Gwalior’s past assignments, the whole of the latter would have been 
intact and Entered into our computations. While we agree that 
this would have been the case, we can only go upon facts as they 
are and not on what they might have been, and in consequence we 
can only value the cessions now in the possession of the British 
Government. As explained in paragraph 181, it is clear that after 
the grant of the Mutiny reward Scindhia can be held to have made 
a net cession of territories and funds only to the extent of Rs. 14*54 
lakhs in 1860 towards the cost of the subsidiary forces. Moreover* 





the ti>/al value of all past cessions by Gwalior, now in the posses- 
sion of the British Government, after the retrocessions and 
exchanges of 1860 and after taking the equivalents received in sub- 
sequent <\ch,mg<^ with Gwalior, Indore and Hyderabad, amounted 
only to Bs. 17*18 lakhs and it is clearly impossible for us to find the 
value of cessions worth 17*60 lakhs. The result of our calculations is 
to give credit for cessions worth Bs. 14*54 lakhs in 1860, and it is a 
question for the consideration of the Government of India whether 
additional credit should be given to Gwalior on the ground that had 
the Mutiny reward been given in any other manner, the cession 
for the subsidiary forces would have remained at 17*60 lakhs in 
1860. We should however add that the Mutiny reward of Bs. 3C6 
lakhs was the gross value of the territory proposed to be driven in 
reward, and owing to delay in giving effect to it, a payment of 
Bs. 2,10,000 was made on the 3rd May, 1861, which represented 
the approximate gross value of the territory given as reward less the 
expenses of management which were estimated at 30 per cent, of 
the revenue. 

187. An apparent but not real omission of ceded territory from 
the Schedule of 1860 . — The representatives of the Darbar, during 
our discussions with them at Gwalior, claimed that there was 
an omission from the 1860 treaty, of the territories mentioned 
in the second sub-para, of Schedule A to the Treaty of 1844 
(p. 82, Aitchison's Treaties, Vol. IV). This Schedule after 
enumerating the various territories assigned for the contingent 
force mentions “other pergunnahs, districts, or lands what- 
soever, belonging to His Highness not above specified,* 
which may be situated on the right bank of the river Sind, 
from it; embouchure in the Jumna to the point at which it leaves 
the ghauts near Khainwah * * * V* A comparison of 

Schedule A of the 1860 Treaty, with the Schedule to the 1844 
Tnaty, would lead one to think that these latter territories had 
been omitted by oversight from the 1860 Schedule and that in conse- 
quent* crcd’t >‘s due to the Darbar for them. We had ourselves 
noticed this before discussion with the Darbar ; but after examining 
the records of the transactions of I860, we found that Maharaja 
Ali Jah Jayaji Bao Scindbia, who personally negotiated the Treaty 
of 1860, had also raised this very point, which was satisfactorily 
explained bv Major Meade, who in 1864 negotiated the various 
cessions and exchanges on behalf of the British Government. 
Major Meade stated that the villages in these territories had been 
included either in the assignments ceded in full sovereignty by the 


•Such as Qondia near Indurgur yielding 
Mehdek .... 

Pad i ho re and Chundory 


Re. 

30,000 

2,200 

2«0 
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treaty of 1860, or in the territory given back to Scindhia inconnec- 
tion with the Mutiny reward or the connected exchanges. As th» - 
Darbar desired that the matter should be further investigated, wo 
suggested that they should furnish the list of villages and other 
particulars as they had done in other cases, to enable us to identify 
the territories, if they claimed that these were situated in British 
India. Meanwhile we closely examined contemporary papers, and' 
the accounts of the villages involved in the transactions at that 
time, and the geographical position of the various territories ceded 
and given back as shown in a number of old maps and sketches 
and also in the maps of a more recent date. The result has been 
to establish the fact that the assigned territories referred to 
on page 82 of Aitchison’s Treaties, Vol. TV, as “any other per- 
gunnahs lands, etc.” form part of the country situated between the 
river Sind on the one side and the Pabuj and Betwa rivers on the 
other, and this country is at prsent located within the limits of the 
Gwalior State. The immediately adjoining British territory is 
being valued by us as it forms part of ceded territories. We 
explained the position in detail to Mr. Gaur, a representative of 
the Gwalior Darbar, deputed to meet us in Simla, and he was 
satisfied that the Schedule of 1860 required no correction. 



CHAPTER XIV. 

Identification of the Gwalior cessions. 

188. The territorial cessions of Gwalior with which we- are con- 
cerned are scattered over seventeen British districts in five different 
Provinces and Administrations. Although the sovereignty of these 
cessions actually passed to the British Government in the year 
1860, several parts of them passed under their management at 
earlier dates beginning with the year 1817, and in consequence there 
have been constant changes and adjustments of territorial distribu- 
tion for administrative purposes. The identification of the terri- 
tories in their present administrative setting has been a task of 
the greatest intricacy involving minute researches, not only into 
the detailed history of their acquisition by the British Govern- 
ment, and the arrangements subsequently made by them for 
their administration, but also into the history of British relations 
with other powers from whom territories adjoining the Gw r alior 
cessions were acquired and the subsequent arrangements made for 
their administration ; for it was only in this way that we could 
ensure the exclusion from our calculations of territories acquired 
from other States, adjoining Gwalior cessions. As the question of 
identification was one of primary importance, we shall give in 
the following paragraphs an account of how we have identified 
the cessions. 

• 189. We have indicated in the consolidated list of territories 

(see paragraphs 183 and 185), which we have taken into considera- 
tion for valuation purposes, the Provinces in which they are situated. 
Fortunately the task of identification was to some extent, facilitated 
b} the presence of detailed lists of individual villages comprising 
the cessions, which were prepared at the time of the cessions and 
accepted both hv the Gwalior Darbar and the British Government. 

Gwalior cessions in the Central Provinces. 

190, In the case of Gwalior cessions situated in the Central 
Provinces, we have found that, after taking into account the 
exchanges made with Indore, the following Gwalior cessions still 
remain in the Central Provinces, namely : — 

( 1 ) Nimawar— 34 villages (Chandgarh), 

iT) Hoshangabad (Hindia^Harda), 762 villages, 

f3) Nimad or Nimar Mahals 616 villages 

(4) Saugor- villages, ° * 

(5) Bnrhanpore— 273 villages, 

(6) Kanjia — 104 villages, 

of these (1) to (4) are part of the assignments of 1844 permanently 
ceded in 1860 and (5) and (6) are part of the cessions of 1860 by 


m ) 
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way of exchange, but in accordance with the plan explained in 
paragraph 183, it has been necessary for us to value all these teiii- 
tories. 

191. We forwarded to the local Government the lists of villages 
composing the above territories as supplied to us by the Gwalior 
Darbar, after verification of the same as far as possible with the 
lists we found on the records of the Government of India which 
had been prepared by the Agent to the Governor General in Central 
India in the year 1864. The Government of the Central Provinces 
reported to us the difficulties which were experienced by the Deputy 
Commissioners in collecting the information required by us for our 
< alculations, which were principally due to numerous transfers of 
territory which had taken place. As a result, the Deputy Commis- 
sioners were unable to trace some 530 out of the 762 Hoshangabad 
villages, and about 160 out of the 616 villages of the Nimar Mahals. 
As regards the Saugor District, they failed completely to establish 
the identity of 268 villages. In order to assist the Central Provinces 
Government and the District. Officers in their task we conducted re- 
searches into all available* documents and publications from which 
any clues for identification could be obtained ; in particular, into the 
\aiious sob lenient reports of the Districts of Hoshangabad, Nimar 
and Saugor from the earliest times commencing from about the 
year 1820, as well as the relevant District Gazetteers. One result 
of our examination of these publications was to convince ns at once 
that it would be futile to work on the basis of individual villages 
alone in dealing with such large tracts of territory. For instance, 
villages which were waste and deserted. — and these were compara- 
tively large in number at the rime of the cessions — represented 
a large tract of territory in which fresh villages might possibly 
have sprung up. Moreover, it is also possible that such terri- 
tory would also comprise some forest land. Bv working on the 
basis of individual villages, therefore, we would have ignored a 
large tract of the country containing formerly waste or deserted 
villages. We felt therefore that we should deal, as far as possible, 
with each complete block’ of territory in terms of a District or 
Tahsil or Sub-Division of a Tahsil rather than in terras of villages. 
This necessitated at onoe an analysis of the constituent areas of the 
Districts concerned in detail so as to trace the source of acquisition 
by the British Government. Although we were somewhat handi- 
capped by the absence of the minute details contained in the Tahsil 
reports of settlement, we were able to establish generally the 
identity of the ceded territories. 

192. The whole of the Gwalior cessions in the Central Pro- 
vinces are situated in the four Districts of Nimar, Betul, Efoshanga- 
bad and S'augor. We shall explain below, the territories in each 
of these Districts, which we have identified with the original 
-cessions of Gwalior. 
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193. Nimar District. — Prom paragraphs 76-78 and 85-97 of the 
Nimar District Settlement -Beport (1868-69) and paragraph 54 of 
the Ninriar District Gazetteer, it is clear that the District of 
Nimar was constituted out of territory which came to the British 
in the following manner : — 

(a) Portions received as successors of the Peishwa : — 

(1) Kusrawud, 

(2) Kanapore, 

(3) Beria, 

(b) Portion acquired as a result of conquest from Scindhia : — 

Asirgarh Fort and 17 villages attached thereto, 
fc) Portion received from Scindhia for management, subse- 
quently assigned in 1844 as security for the payment 
of the Gwalior Contingent, and finally ceded in 
1860 

(1) Dhurgaon, 

(2) Burwai, 

(3) Selanee, 

(4) Poonassa, 

/ 5' Ivhandwa, 

(61 Asir* (except three villages attached to Burbanpur 
city), 

(7) Bamgarh, 

(8) Mondee, 

(9) Bilora, 

(10) Attode, 

(11) Piplode. 

(12) Chandgarh, 

(d) Portion received from Scindhia by exchange under the 
1860 Treaty : — 

(1) City of Burhanpore, 

(2) Zainabad, 

(3) Manjrode, 

As already explained, we have to find the present value of ( c ) and 
(d). 


* The Asir pargana was given as jagir by the Peishwa to Scindhia and the 
Peishwa was entitled to the “ M ikassa ’* or one-fourth of the net revenues erf the 
Asir pargana. The British Government have, therefore, succeeded to this 
Ifokassa share with the fall of the Peishwa, and Scindhia can be held to have 
ceded only the balance of the revenues of Asir pargana. From our examina- 
tion of the contemporary records, however, we are unable definitely to establish 
thut the value of Nimar (including the Asir pargana) was reduced at the time 
of the Assignment on this account, we have therefore made no deduction from 
the present value of the ceded portion of the Nimar District. 
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.194. From the time of the cession up to the 1st of May 1864, 
when they were incorporated with the Central Provinces, the terri- 
tories included in (a) to (c) above were under the management of 
the Governor General’s Agent at Indore. The Nimar District, as 
transferred to the Central Provinces Government comprised also 
the small pargana of Poornee with Tuppas •Tdbi.imri and Dholia 
lying to the Nimar side of the Chhota Tawa river which was trans- 
ferred from the Hoshangabad District in order to consolidate the 
boundary of the agency in that direction. This latter territory was 
also part of the country ceded to the British by Scindhia for the 
cost of the Gwalior Contingent in 1844 (paragraph 102, Settlement 
Report of 1868-69). Other tracts of the country which were subse- 
quently incorporated in Nimar were the city of Burhanpore [in- 
cluding, as far as we know the three villages referred to in item 
(6) of sub-para, (c) above], and the Parganas of Zainabad and 
Manjrode which were transferred by the Treaty of 12th December 
1860 ; and the Pargana of Chandgarh which was ceded by the same 
Treaty. 

In the year 1871, Kusrawud which was received from the 
Peishwa, together with D! urgaoi! and Burwai received from 
Scindhia, were transferred to Indore. We have mentioned this 
exchange in paragraphs 182 and 184 ; it does not affect the identi- 
fication of the portion of Gwalior cessions now left in Nimar 
District. 

There have been subsequent additions to the District in connec- 
tion with the formation of the new Tahsil of Harsud ; this Tahsil 
was formed in 1896 by taking 349 square miles (44 villages) of 
Khandwa Tahsil of Nimar District and 571 square miles (192 
villages) of Hindia-Harda Tahsil in the adjoining District of 
Hoshangabad. The area transferred from Hoshangabad included 
a part of the Charwa group containing ryotwari villages and the 
Jamdhar Padalia Estate of the Damjipura group. In 1904 another 
tract of 340 square miles was transferred from Hoshangabad and 
added to the south of Harsud Tahsil. 

195. From the above facts, it follows that we should exclude 
from the present Nimar District for the purpose of valuation, (o) 
the portion acquired from the Peishwa, viz., the parganas of 
Kanapore and Beria in the -present Khandwa Tahsil, and (b) the 
portion acquired by conquest from Scindhia, viz., Asirgarh Fort 
and the 17 villages attached thereto: The balance of the present 
District is connected either with the lands ceded in Schedule C of 
the 1860 Treaty (p. 90 Aitchison’s Treaties, Vol. TV) or with the 
exchanges effected in connection with that Treaty, i.e., with the 
territory to be valued by us in accordance with the plan described 
in para. 183. We accordingly arranged to get the relevant data 
for Nimar District for our calculations, on this basis, after re- 
questing the local Government to examine our reasoning and con- 
clusions critically. 



/196. Betul District,— We have discovered that 48 square miles 
of; .territory which was originally transferred from Hindia-Harda 
fcq the Harsud Tahsil in Nimar District was transferred subsequent* 
ly to the Betul District. As this was territory ceded for protec- 
tion, we have attempted to estimate separately the present value 
of this territory. 

197. Hoshangabad. — In this District the ceded territory com- 
prised the Hindia-Harda tract and from the political history of the 
District as given in the Settlement Report of 1865, it seems clear 
that the tract west of the Gunjal river is the Hindia-Harda terri- 
tory separately ceded long after the rest of the valley became a 
British District. Some doubt was felt by ns whether the Talukas 
of Bhadoogaon, Jharpa and Kehutgaon were ceded by Gwalior as 
these were stated in the 1865 Settlement Report of the Hoshangabad 
District (paragraph 12) to have been transferred from Seonee 
Tahsil. There is, however, no difficulty in proving that these 
talukas rightly belong to the cessions, as they are found to be 
situated west of the Gunjal and are stated to have been made 
over to the Harda Tahsil ‘‘to which they belong by position”. 
The n^mes of Bhadoogaon and Jharpa appear also in the list of 
villages ceded by Scindhia. Although Rehutgaon is not traceable 
in the list, it is known to be situated between Bhadoogaon and 
Jharpa. It is thus clear that all these three Talukas originally 
formed part of the Hindia-Harda tract. To sum up, we find that 
the present Harda Tahsil of Hoshangabad comprises wholly ceded 
territory and should be valued accordingly. As we have already 
atated, a portion of the Hindia-Harda tract as originally ceded by 
Scindhia, was transferred to the Harsud Tahsil in Nimar and later 
a portion of this was transferred to the Betul District and these are 
being valued as part of the Nimar and Betul Districts. 

198. Saugor District.— Unlike the ceded territories in the Nimar 
and Hoshangabad Districts, those in the Saugor District do not 
fit in with complete Tahsils as at present constituted. The ceded 
territories in this district are : — 


Villages. 


(1) Rahatgarh 1 13 

f2) Malthone ........ , 78 

(3) Gurrakota ........ 77 

The numbers of villages are those existing at the time of the 
cessions. In addition to these we have to find the value of Kanjia 
(104 villages) which was received as part of the territorial ex- 
changes of 1860. An analysis of the several settlement reports, 
and' in particular the one for 1867, shows that the Tahsils in 
Sanger ■ District - were then sub-divided into Parganas, and that 
the parganas of Rahatgarh in the Saugor Tahsil, Malthnn and 
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Kanjia in the Khorai Tahsil and Gurrakota in the Behli Tahsil, 
■which are dealt with in the 1867 settlement report, were identical 
with the parganas of the same name ceded by Scindhia. We 
were able to reach this conclusion by a careful study of the general 
narrative given in the settlement report as well as by an analysis 
of the accounts of revenue during the several periods preceding 
the settlement. In the subsequent settlements, however, we found 
that statistics were given by “assessment groups” instead of by 
Parganas, and as the number of groups was more than that of 
the original parganas we were unable to identify the ceded 
parganas in terms of the present assessment groups. We 
suggested, however, to the Local Government that the district 
officers might be able to trace and identify the territory by further 
researches into the detailed Tahsil reports. We were able also to- 
determine the proportion of land revenue in 1867 derived from 
Scindhia’s parganas to that received from the whole Tahsil in 
which they were included. The proportions were approximately 
as follows ■ 


Rabat garb 
Malthone 
Gurrakota 
Kanjia . 


19*6 % of the Saugor Tahsil, 
14 % of Khorai Tahsil, 

27 ’5 % of Rehli Tahsil, 

19 % of Khorai Tahsil. 


We suggested to the Local Government that this might afford a 
basis for further investigation. 

199. After considerable delay the local officers reported that 
they had been able to identify all except fourteen villages, i.e., 
ten in the originally ceded territory of Saugor and four in the 
Kanjia exchange area. These villages have evidently during the 
course of time either lapsed into waste or deserted villages or been 
merged with others in the immediate vicinity. The local officers 
were unable to furnish reliable figures of revenue and expenditure 
for each tract separately and consequently we were compelled in-, 
some cases to make our calculations on a proportionate basis using 
the district and the tahsil figures for this purpose. 


Gwalior Cessions In the Bombay Presidency. 


200. It will be seen from paragraph 185 that the territories 
in the Bombay Presidency to be valued in accordance with our 
plan consist of: — 


(1) 272 villages of Khandesh, 

(2) 792 villages of Panch Mahals, 

(3) 11 villages of Bholaptir and 2 villages of Ahmadnagar 

District. 
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(1) The Khandesh villages did not present much difficulty in 
identification although they do not comprise a whole tahsil or 
taluka, and are in fact spread over six different talukas of the 
present East Khandesh District of the Bombay Presidency. All 
the villages were identified by the District Officers with the excep- 
tion of 16, the names of which were unknown, being uninhabited 
at the time of the cession. 

(2) Panch Mahals. — The present District of the Panch Mahals 
in the northern division of the Bombay Presidency constitutes 
exactly what was originally received from Gwalior. 

(3) Sholapur and Ahmadnagar villages. — These were received 
from the Nizam in exchange for 11 villages situated in Hyderabad 
which had formerly belonged to Scindhia and which were ceded 
by him to the British Government under the terms of the treaty 
of 1871, vide Aitchison’s treaties, Volume IV, pages 91 — 94 and 
Volume IX (1929 edition), pages 111 — 113. The value of the 11 
villages ceded by Scindhia was computed at that time at Rs. 15,000. 
and it was at this valuation that the Scindhia’s villages were 
exchanged for the 13 villages of the Nizam. 

Gwalior Cessions in the United Provinces. 

201. The territories in the United Provinces to be valued by 
us are as follows (see paragraph 185) : — 

(1) 38 villages of Bhander, 

(2) 390 villages of Chanderi, 

(3) 160 villages of Kachwayaghar, 

(4) 58 Jhansi villages, 

(5) 22 Jagir villages of Agra and Muttra. 

Apart from difficulties of identification due mainly to peculiari- 
ties of spelling in the names of the villages, no great obstacles 
were met in tracing all the above territories with the exception 
Of 7 out of the 380 villages of Chanderi. These 7 villages could 
not be traced at all, and we presume that they have either dis- 
appeared, or have merged with other ceded villages. Villages in 
items 1, 2 and 4 are all situated in the Jhansi District and the 
160 villages of Kachwayaghar (item 3) are situated in the present 
Jalaun District. 

Of the 22 villages of Agra and Muttra, 19 villages were traced 
in the Muttra District and the remaining 3 in the Agra District. 
Two of the 19 villages in Muttra District have, however, been 
merged with the other 17. 

In connection with the territories we have taken into account 
in the Jhansi District, we should mention the fact that the portion 
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of the Jhansi town within the walls and the suburb known as 
Nai Basti were transferred to the British Government in the year 
1886 by Scindhia in exchange for the fort of Gwalior and the 
Morar Cantonment lands. These exchanges, as stated in para- 
graph 184, were not made on a strict monetary basis, and in any 
case as the exchange has no direct relation to territories ceded 
for protection, we have excluded the portion of the Jhansi town 
within the walls and Nai Basti from our calculations. 

Gwaliof Cessions in Central India. 

202. The Pargana of Manpur which was ceded under the 
terms of the treaty of 1860 consisted of 28 villages. This territory 
constitutes a small compact area of some 50 square miles sur- 
rounded by Indian State territory. There was, therefore, no diffi- 
culty in identification. As against 28 villages which existed at 
the time of the original cessions, there are now 32 villages including 
two rent-free ones. 

Gwalior Cessions in Ajmer-Merwara, 

203. These comprised nine villages, five khalsa and four rent- 
free. All the villages have been identified. 



CHAPTER XV. 

Tributes ceded by Gwalior State. 

204. According to the table, at page 90 of Aitchison’s Treaties, 
Volume IV, the tributes assigned by Scindhia to the British; 
Government consisted of the following : -- 

Rs. a. p. 

(1) Kotah . . . , 99,176 0 0 (Goman Shahee) . 

(2) Seven Kotree* dependent on 

Kotah ..... 10,279 0 a (Goman Shaheo). 

(3) Ratlam and Sailana . . . 1,08,550 0 0 

(4) Jodhpur ..... 97,200 0 0 

(5) Amjhera ..... 34,387 12 0 

(6) Unarsi .... 21,100 2 0 

Total 3,70,692 14 6 

205. Kotah and seven Kotrees. — The tributes under these head- 
ings were formerly payable to Scindhia, and the amounts shown 
in the above paragraph were in a currency then in force known 
as “Goman Shahee rupees”. The British Government now 
receives the tributes on account of both Kotah and the seven 
Kotrees direct from the Kotah State, and their present day 
values in British currency are Rs. 94,218 and Rs. 9,252 respec- 
tively. These amounts are included in the total figure shown 
against Serial No. 22 of Table No. XY of our earlier Report. 
The Gwalior Darbar is entitled to credit for the actual recoveries 
at the present day. 

206. Ratlam and Sailana. — The combined tribute of Ratlam 
and Sailana has been shown by the Darbar to be Rs. 1,12,140, 
this being in “Chandeyree” currency. According to Aitchison’s 
Treaties, Volume IV, page 8, the total of the Ratlam and Sailana 
tributes was Rs. 98,280 (in British currency), but in the Schedule 
at page 90 of the same volume it is shown as Rs, 1,08,550. On 
going through the narratives and treaties relating to the States 
of Ratlam and Sailana we find, however, that the tributes paid 
by them to Gwalior, which were subsequently ceded by the latter, 
were Rs. 84,000 and Rs. 42,000, respectively, in “Salim shahi M 
currency vidr Aitchison’s Treaties, Volume TV, pages 384, 388 
and 410. We have discovered that the value of these tributes 
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was computed in British currency to be Rs. 65,520 and Bs. 32,760 
in the year 1909, and these values are shown at page 8 of Aitchison’a 
Treaties, Volume TV. In the year 1911 the rate of exchange in 
respect of these two payments of Rs. 84,000 and Rs. 42,000 in 
“Salim shahi” rupees was permanently fixed at 200 “Salim shahi” 
rupees to 100 British rupees, and thus these tributes have been 
fixed permanently at British rupees Rs. 42,000 and Rs. 21,000, 
respectively. In our earlier Report we have included these 
amounts in the Table of Tributes, vide Serial Nos. 13 and 14 
(page 111). The Gwalior Darbar are thus entitled to credit for 
Rs. 63,000 for the Ratlam and Sailana tributes. 

207. Jodhpur. — Although the Gwalior Darbar have entered the 
amount of the Jodhpur tribute as Rs. 97,200 in the schedule 
furnished by them, in their subsequent correspondence they have 
claimed that the amount of this tribute for which they are entitled 
to credit is Rs. 1,08,000. We have found that the actual amount 
of tribute received from the Jodhpur State on this acount at the 
present time is Rs. 98,000 and also that the amount of tribute 
which Scindhia actually received in former times, and which 
he transferred to the British Government, was Rs. 1,08,000. In 
the year 1847, however, the amount of tribute payable by the 
Jodhpur Darbar to the British Government was reduced by 
Rs. 10,000 in consideration of the cession by the Jodhpur State 
to the British Government of the rights of Jodhpur to the 
district and fort of Umarkot (cf. page 142 Aitchison’s Treaties, 
Volume III). We are therefore of opinion that the Gwalior 
Darbar’ s claim to be credited with the full amount of tribute as 
assigned is well founded and is not vitiated by the fact that the 
British made a reduction in the tribute in consideration of a 
territorial transfer by the Jodhpur State. The Gwalior Darbar 
are therefore entitled to credit for the sum of Rs. 1,08,000. The 
actual amount of tribute at present received from the Jodhpur 
State, namely, Rs. 98,000 has been shown by us at Serial No. 21 
of Table No. XV (page 112) of our earlier Report. 

208. Amjhera. — The amount entered at page 90 of Aitchison's 
Treaties is Rs. 34,387-12-0, while the amount shown on page 8 
of the same volume is Rs. 34,398-0-6. We have ascertained that 
the original amount of the tribute was Rs. 35,000 in Halli cur- 
rency, and some 20 years ago the rate of exchange was fixed at 
106 Halli rupees to 100 British rupees. At this rate of exchange 
the amount of tribute in British currency is Rs. 33,018-14-0 and 
is now actually being received by the British Government, vide 
also entry No. 15 on page 111 of our earlier Report. The Gwalior 
Darbar are entitled to credit for the actual payment now received, 
namely, Rs. 33,019 roundly. 

209. TJnarsi. — The amount shown against this item is 
Rs. 21.792-8-0 in Chandeyree rupees and Rs. 21,100-2-6 apparently 
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the British currency equivalent in 1860. As there is no such 
tribute at present received by the British Government, nor is there 
. any State of the name of Unarsi, we had considerable difficulty 
in understanding the nature of this assignment. We have as- 
certained, after elaborate correspondence with the Darbar, the 
Agent to the Governor General in Central India and the 
Resident at Gwalior, that the cession under this heading was 
really a relinquishment by the Darbar of an annual payment of 
Rs. 23,000 which was being made to them previously by the 
British Government. It appears from the schedule on pages 71 
and 72 of Aitchison’s Treaties, Volume IV that the Pargana of 
Unarsi was to have been transferred to the Gwalior Darbar in 
connection with certain exchanges of territory contemplated in 
1818, but before Scindhia actually obtained possession of Unarsi, 
it was found that this Pargana had been in the possession of 
Meer Khan of Tonk for a considerable period and that it was 
decided that it would not be expedient to deprive him of it. The 
British Government agreed therefore, to compensate the Gwalior 
Darbar by an annual payment of Rs. 23,000. The Darbar in fact 
showed us certain copies of correspondence of the period 1834 to 
1844 which proved that payments were being regularly made by 
the Residency Treasurer on this account. The cession of Unarsi, 
among other tributes and lands, in 1844 by the Gwalior Darbar 
to the British Government for the Contingent force, meant there- 
fore the relinquishment by the Darbar of the annual payment of 
Rs. 23,000, The Darbar are, therefore, entitled to credit for this 
sum. 

210. Khilchipur.— The Darbar have represented to us that they 
are entitled to credit for the Khilchipur tribute amounting to 
Rs. 11,134. This item is not mentioned either in the treaty of 
1844 or that of 1860. It is, however, clear from the narrative at 
page 320 and the translation of a letter at page 348 of Aitchison’s 
Treaties, Volume IV, that the Khilchipur State used to pay a 
tribute of Bundi rupees 13,500 to Scindhia and that this tribute, 
valued in British currency at Rs. 11,134-3-6, was ceded in 1844 
to the British Government by Scindhia for the Contingent force. 
We have ascertained that this tribute is still being received and 
we have shown it in the table of tributes at page 110 of our 
earlier Report. We agree that the Gwalior Darbar are entitled 
to credit for' this amount. 

211. Two-thirds share of Keshorai Patan. — Scindhia’s two-thirds 
share of Keshorai Patan formed part of the assignments of 1844 
which were transferred in sovereignty to the British Government 
in 1860. Subsequent to its assignment in 1844, this item was 
transferred to Bundi State for an annual payment of Rs. 80,000 
and as this is now definitely of the nature of a cash item, full 
credit is due to the Gwalior State under this head. 
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212. Summary. — To sum up then the tributes or cash payments 
for which the Gwalior Darbar are entitled to credit are as 
follows : — 

Amounts shown Present value 

in Aitohison’s (British Rupees). 

Treaties. 




Re. 

A. 

p. 

Rs. 

A. 

p. 

(1) 

Kotah 

99,176 

0 

0 

94,218 

0 

<h 


(Goman Shahee) 




(2) 

Kotrees 

10,279 

0 

0 

9,252 

0 

O' 

(3) 

Ratlam 

L 1,08,650 

0 

0 

f 42,000 
< 

0 

O' 

(4) 

Sailana 

J 



1 21,000 

0 

0* 

(5) 

J odhpur . 

97,200 

0 

0 

1,08,000 

0 

0- 

(«) 

Amjhera * 

31,387 

12 

0 

34,019 

0 

0 

<7) 

Unarsi 

21,100 

2 

6 

23,000 

0 

0< 

(8) 

Kliilchipur 

, ... 



11,134 

0 

o 

0) 

Keehorai Patan 

80,000 

0 

0 

80,000 

0 

0 


Total 

. 4,50,692 

14 

6 

4,22,623 

0 

0 


* 



CHAPTER XVI. 


General remarks and result of valuation of the Gwalior 
cessions in the Central Provinces. 

I. — Nimar District. 

213. General features. — The whole of this District with the 
exception of the small portion comprising the Kanapore and Beria 
Parganas and the seventeen villages of Asirgarh enter into computa- 
tions. The District occupies a strip of mixed hill and plain country; 
at the western extremity of the Nerbudda valley and of the 
Satpura plateau, and abuts on Khandesh and the Central India 
States. The Nerbudda forms the northern boundary of the 
District for most of its length, but the two forest tracts of Chand- 
garh and Selani lie north of the river. About 25 miles south of 
the Nerbudda a low range of foot-hills, commencing on the 
western border of the Khandwa tahsil traverses the district dia- 
gonally until it abuts on the river in the extreme north-east. The 
country lying between this range and the Nerbudda is broken and 
uneven, and covered with forest over considerable areas. South 
of it lies the most fertile area of the District comprised in the 
valleys of the Abna and Sukta rivers. This part of the district is 
open and contains no forest or hill of any size, but the surface is 
undulating and small valleys alternate with broad ridges, some 
comparatively fertile, others bare and stony. To the south of this 
tract the main range of the Satpuras crosses the District with a 
width of only about 11 miles and a generally low elevation, from 
which a few peaks including that of Asirgarh rise conspicuously. 
Between this range and another to the south, the Tapti has forced 
a passage, and after passing through a cleft in the hills emerges 
into two open basins separated by the isolated hill of Samardeo. 
The upper of these known as Manjrode and Piplode Parganas, 
though fertile, is sparsely cultivated, but in the lower, in a small 
plain of deep alluvial deposit, stands the town of Burhanpur. 

214. History and general conditions up to the time of the British 
occupation. — Situated on the main route between Hindustan and 
the Deccan and containing the fortress of Asirgarh which commands 
the passage of the Satpura, Nimar has been at several periods of 
history the theatre of important events. Akbar and his successors 
did much to improve the district. Burhanpur was the capital of 
the Moghul Viceroy of the Deccan and attained the height of its 
prosperity during the reign of Shah Jehan. In 1670 the Marathas 
first invaded Khandesh and plundered the country up to the gates 
of Burhanpur — the city itself being sacked by them some years 
afterwards. After the assumption of the government of the Deccan 
by the Nizam Asaf Jah in 1720 Nimar was the scene of frequent 
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-conflicts between his troops and those of the Peishwa, until it was 
•ceded to the latter by different treaties between 1740 and 1760. 
It was subsequently transferred with the exception of the 
Parganas of Kanapore and Beria to Scindhia and Holkar. Under 
the Marathas the country enjoyed peace and tranquillity for 40 
years and largely recovered from the state of prostration to which 
the wars of the Moghuls and Marathas had reduced it. From 
1800, however, until the close of the Maratha and Pindari wars 
in 1818, Nimar was subjected to an unceasing round of invasion 
and plunder, still known as the “time of trouble”, the traces of 
which are even now apparent in the deserted state of fertile tracts 
once thickly populated. It was plundered impartially by the 
invading troops of Holkar and those which Scindhia gathered to 
protect it ; while the Pindaris may be said to have been at home 
in Nimar, their chief camps were located in the dense wilds of 
Handia between the Nerbudda and the Vindhyan range. In 1818 
the Pindaris were dispersed by the British troops. 

215. The parganas of Kanapore and Beria had been ceded by 
the Peishwa in 1817, and the north of the District came under 
British management by the treaty with Scindhia of 1823. In 1860 
these tracts as well as the Zainabad and Manjrod parganas, with 
Burhanpur were ceded by Scindhia in full sovereignty. In 1864, 
Nimar was attached to the Central Provinces and the district head- 
quarters were transferred from Mandleshwar to Khandwa. 

216. At the time of British occupation the District was greatly 
depopulated, but there has been a steady increase of population 
and of immigration since then. Still large areas of the District 
are uncultivable, while others, once populated, have never recover- 
ed from the havoc wrought at the commencement of the last 
century. The density of population according to the 1921 census 
was only 94 persons per square mile or 79 if the towns are excluded. 

217. Agriculture. — The soil of the District is formed from 
disintegrated “trap rock” and is partly alluvial. Along the flat 
banks of streams it is a rich black mould and extremely tenacious 
of moisture. In ordinary years it produces two crops. Next to 
this in excellence is the ordinary black soil of the Nerbudda valley 
which will produce wheat or other spring crops without irrigation. 
On the summits of the plateaux is found a shallow brown soil 
resting on gravel, and suited for the rain crops which do not 
require much quantity of water. This covers more than half the 
cultivated* area and bears the staple crops of the District, Jowar 
and Cotton. There is comparatively little inferior soil. 

The staple crops are cotton and jo war. Of special crops, there 
are a few hundred acres under ganja which is grown by licence 
under the direct supervision of Government and provides the 
province with its supplv of this drug. Vineyards formerly 
existed in the Asirgarh hills, but vini-culture is now on the decline. 



During the last 35 years of the nineteenth century the occupie 
area expanded by 50 per cent. There is still room for extensioi 
of cultivation, but mainly on poorer soils. The chief feature ha 
ljeen the increase of cotton. In the neighbourhood of Burhanpu 
this crop is so profitable that the cultivators do not grow enoug] 
jowar for their own food and it is imported from Berar. 

218. Irrigation. — Only about 7,000 acres of the District ar< 
irrigated. Nearly the whole of the irrigation being from wells. 

219. Forest. — Government forests cover 1,951 square miles, o 

46 per cent, of the area of the District. The best forests ari 
comprised in the Punasa and Chandgarh ranges on the banks o 
the Nerbudda, and in the Upper Tapti Valley, which contaii 
the most valuable teak timber in the District. The forest revenue 
in 1903-04 was Rs. 1 »u, almost the highest in the Province 

and Rs. 3,38,700 during the period reviewed by us. This favour 
able result is not due to the excellence of the forests, but to th< 
local demand for fuel and grazing. Fuel is also exported to th< 
cotton factories of Berar and Khandesh and timber likewise ii 
largely exported. 

220. Trade and communication. — The hand industries of tb< 
district are comparatively unimportant. There are silk weaving 
and gold and silver-lace industries at Burhanpur. In past timei 
the silk and cotton fabrics of Burhanpur ranked second ii 
exquisiteness to those of Dacca. Of late quite a large numbe 
of cotton ginning and pressing factories have been established 
The principal exports are raw cotton, cotton seed and till. Th< 
principal imports are European and Indian cloth and piecegood 
salt, sugar, rice, wheat and kerosene oil. Khandwa is the chie 
trading station in the district and its importance and relation t< 
Burhanpur has greatly increased in recent years. 

The Great Indian Peninsula Railway line to Jubbalpore passei 
through the centre of the District, a iength of 89 miles and U 
stations within its limits. From Khandwa the R ■ ; ! Malwi 
metre-gauge line branches off to Indore with a length of 29 milei 
and 5 stations in Nimar. The railway line from the south nea 
Akola also joins the main G. I. P. line at Khandwa. 

The district is not very well off in respect of metalled road 
but the rocky nature of the ground permits of the maintenanc< 
of a network of passable tracks in the open country. £The oh 
trunk road from Indore to Burhanpur was reconstructed by th< 
energy of the District Officers during the period 1814 to 1846 
Ah account of the expenditure on road construction since th< 
cession will be found in Statement No. LXXV. 

221. Famine. — The first recorded famine in Nimar was in th 
year 1803 and was due to a failure of rain combined with tb 



devastation caused by the Maratha armies. It is known as the 
Maha-kal or ‘great famine’ and grain sold at 1 lb. per rupee. 
The fertile and populous tracts of Zainabad and Manjrod became 
wholly waste. The next famine occurred in 1845, caused by 1 a 
failure of the monsoon. There was much distress; Rb. 70,000 
was expended on relief and Rs. 3 lakhs of revenue was remitted. 
These famines were however before the territory passed in 
sovereignty to the British in 1860. Between 1892 — 96, while 
the greater part of the Province suffered from a disastrous succes- 
sion of bad seasons, Nimar enjoyed moderate or fair harvests. 
The district was only slightly affected in 1897 ; distress being 
confined to some villages on the Hoshangabad border and to forest 
tribes. In 1899 the rainfall was extremely deficient and there 
was a complete failure of both harvests. The number on relief 
in July 1900 reached 89,000 or 31 per cent, of the population 
and the total expenditure was Rs. 18 lakhs. Several roads were 
constructed or improved, the railway enbankment was widened, 
and forest e'e.irini!*- were made in the Manjrod tract with a view 
to the settlement of rvotwari villages. Since 1900 the district has 
had on the whole very prosperous seasons as far as we know. 
Statement No. LXXVI shows the amount of expenditure on 
Famine since the cession. 

222. Land Revenue Administration.— Under the Muham- 
madans, Nimar attained a high degree of prosperity; and although 
the period of Maratha administration was characterised by reckless 
extortion and oppression, the framework of the revenue system 
was not seriously impaired. During the early years of British 
rule the usual mistake of excess of assessment of land revenue 
and of trying to raise a much higher revenue than the District 
could possibly pay was made. The mistake was at length realised 
and from 1846 moderate assessments were imposed. 

223. Results of valuation. — The results of the valuation of this 
area will be found tabulated in the Statements No. LII to LVI, 
together with full explanations wherever necessary. 

As regards ‘Customs’ we have computed separately the revenue 
derived from this and the other Gwalior ceded areas, vide State- 
ment No. LXXIV. 

Included in the result of valuation of the Nimar District is 
the revenue and expenditure of the 34 villages of Chandgarh. 
We have also exhibited the figures of revenue and expenditure 
of these villages separately, vide Statement No. LVII, as they- 
may be useful in view of the fact that this small area is shown 
in Aitchison’s Treaties, Vol. IV, pages 224 and 229 as having 
been given to Indore whereas it still remains in possession of 
the British Government. 
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II.— Hoshangabad District (Harda Tahail). 

224. General Features. — The present Harda Tahsil comprises 
"the greater part of the originally ceded territory known as Hindia- 
Hardah and a description of its identification has been given in 
Chapter XIV. 

The area of the Harda Tahsil is 1125 square miles, and the 
population, according to the census of 1921, was 1,29,264. The 
density of the population is approximately 115 per square mile. 

There is only one town, namely, Harda with a population of 
over 10,000 persons. The Tahsil contains 391 villages and accord- 
ing to the statistics given in “Large Industrial Establishments 
in India”, over a thousand persons are employed in this area in 
various cotton industries. 

The two-fold division into hill and valley which is characteristic 
of the Hoshangabad District as a whole is, for the most part, 
true of this Tahsil. The northern portion lies in the valley of 
the Nerbudda river, and consists of a level plain rich black-soil 
which is of great depth and fertility and is fully cultivated. To 
the south is a forest tract interspersed with scattered patches of 
cultivation. In the north-west of the Tahsil spurs of the 
Vindhyan mountains are found south of the Nerbudda, and the 
fertile plain of the valley gives place to low forest-clad ranges. 
Harda is the only town in the Tahsil, and Hindia the old capital 
has lost its former size and importance. 

225. Earlier History. — Very little is known of the earlier 
history of this tract of country. It was part of the Muhammadan 
Kingdom of Malwa and in Akbar’s time Hindia was the head- 
quarters of the local sub-division. On the decay of the Moghal 
empire the district again reverted to the aboriginal Gond Rajas. 
About 1720 the founder of the Bhopal family annexed a consider- 
able portion of the Hoshangabad District. In 1742 the Peshwa 
Balaji Baji Rao, in the course of one of his expeditions, subdued 
the Hindia Pargana. After this time the District seems to have 
been taken and retaken by Bhopal and the Marathas alternately 
and the Pindarees plundered the country impartially in all direc- 
tions. It is estimated that not a single village escaped being 
burnt once or twice during the fifteen years in which these depre- 
dations lasted, and the greater part of the District was entirely 
depopulated. In 1844 the Harda-Hindia tract was made over by 
Sindhia in part payment for the Gwalior Contingent, and in 1860 
it was permanently transferred and became British territory. 

226. Agriculture. — The system of agriculture in the Hafrda 
Tahsil is generally more efficient than that pursued in the rest of 
the District. Approximately 25 per cent, of the total area is under 
forest. 
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227. Trade and Communications.— Of recent years cotton gin- 
ning and pressing factories have been opened. Wheat, til, linseed 
and cotton are the staple exports of agricultural produce and teak 
and other timber of forest produce. Harda town itself is well 
situated as a trading centre with roads converging from almost 
every direction. Speaking generally of the Hoshangabad District 
as a whole, which includes the Harda Tahsil, it is reported that 
shortly after the conclusion of the settlement of 1865, the open- 
ing of the railway brought all parts of the District within easy 
distance of a market for their produce. Prices rose with a bound 
and the seasons were almost uniformly favourable. At the expiry 
of the thirty years, the area under cultivation had increased by 
38 per cent, and the prices of grain had risen by 75 to 100 per 
•cent. When the district was resettled between 1892 to 1896, 
the result was a general increase of 78 per cent, on the previous 
demand. We state these facts as relevant in giving an idea of 
the development of revenue under a settled government. 

*228. Civil Works — Buildings and Roads. — An account of the 
expenditure on buildings and roads up to the year 1925-26 will 
be found in Statement No. LXXV. 

229. Irrigation. — The total area under permanent irrigation is 
comparatively negligible in the Hoshangabad District. There is 
little or no expenditure by Government on irrigation in this Dis- 
trict. 

230. Famines. — We have been unable to get separate statistics 
of famine lelief expenditure for the Harda Tahsil alone, but we 
have estimated the share of the Harda Tahsil on the basis of the 
total expenditure of the district. It is remarkable that up to the 
year 1892 the agricultural population appear to have been severely 
distressed only in six out of the preceding 220 years. On three 
of these occasions the distress was due wholly, and on one 
occasion partially to political disturbances and the incursions of 
the Pindarees, while in the remaining two years, namely, 1832 
and 1888 the wheat crop was blighted by excessive rain. In 1894 
and 1895 untimely rains and the failure of the monsoons in 3896 
were the cause of poor out-turn. The famine of 3896-1807 
involved an expenditure of about 16 lakhs. And again the severe 
famine of 1900, during which nearly 24 per cent, of the popula- 
tion was in receipt of assistance, necessitated an expenditure of 
about 20 lakhs. The railway embankment was doubled along a 
certain length and several useful feeder roads were constructed. 
Statement No. LXXVI gives an indication of the famine expendi- 
ture since the cession. 

231. Results of Valuation. — We have summarised in Statements 
Nos. LVIII and LXI our estimation of the revenue and expendi- 
ture on account of this area. We have separately computed the 
customs duty accruing from all the Gwalior cessions in a consoli- 
dated Statement (see Statement No. LXXIV). 
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HI.— Ceded territories in the Betul District. 

232. In the Betul District the ceded territory comprises somtr 
48 square miles transferred from the Nimar District in the year 
1908, vide paragraph 196. It contains 32 villages with a popula- 
tion of 3,273. There are no irrigation or other works. The 
estimated figures of revenue and expenditure will be found in 
Statement No. LIX. 

TV. — Ceded territories in the Saugor District. 

233. As explained in paragraph 198, the territories with which 
we are concerned in the Saugor District are : — 

(1) 113 Rahatgarh villages in Saugor District, 

(2) 78 Malthone villages in Khorai Tahsil, 

(3) 77 Gurrakota villages in Rehli Tahsil, 

(4) 104 Kanjia villages in Khorai Tahsil. 

234. General Features. — Owing to the ceded villages being 
somewhat scattered in this district, we can only give a general 
account of the district as a whole. The country is generally 
undulating with numerous isolated hills. The character of the 
district as a whole is widely varied from thick belts of forest to 
open parts of plain country. There is very little irrigation from 
any large sources. 

The population of the territories taken into consideration is 
reported to be 87,000 roundly which includes 19,600 for Kanjia 
Pargana. On the whole these territories contain 16*4 per cent, 
of the district population. 

235. Famines. — As far as we have been able to gather, the 
District of Saugor has been subject to several failures of crops and 
even recently during the period reviewed by us, there have been 
scarcities which occasioned an expenditure of over 2 lakhs in the 
ceded areas alone on famine relief works viz., during the years 
1928-29 to 1930-31. Of earlier famines we have been unable to 
get separate records for the ceded areas and we have had to allot 
p portion of the district expenditure to the ceded territories, vide 
Statement No. LXXVI. 

236. Civil Works — Buildings and Roads. — The statistics we 
have compiled in respect of this expenditure will be found in State- 
ment No. LXXV. 

237. Results of Valuation. — We have exhibited in Statement 
No. LX, together with full explanations, the manner in which 
we have worked out the revenue and expenditure on account of 
the Gwalior territories in the Saugor District. 
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V. — Summary of Results of the valuation of Gwalior Cessions la 

Central Provinces. 

238. Excluding “customs”, the revenue and expenditure under 
■the remaining central and provincial heads, including a share of 
overhead and general charges for the Gwalior territories in the 
Central Provinces, are as follows : — 

Central. 


Re\ enue. 

0 I 

Rs. 

Expenditure. 

Rs. 

Income-tax 

2,37,500 

| Income tax 

36,200 

Salt . 

1,22,500 

Salt 

14,800 

Imperial Excises 

. 41,300 

Imperial Excises . 

Nil. 

Other central heads . 

Nil. 

Other central heads 

»«,500 


Provincial. 


Revenue • 

. 26,05,600 | 

Expenditure . 

26,01,100 


The Provincial expenditure does not take account of interest 
charges shown below on past outlay on, irrigation works for which 
no capital and revenue accounts are kept, buildings, roads,, ,and 
famine relief : — 


— 

Capital outlay. 

Interest. 

I. — Irrigation — 

Rs. 

Rs. 

(a) Works for which Capital and Revenue 
accounts are kept. 

Nil . 

Nil. 

( b ) Works for which Capital and Revenue 
accounts are not kept* 

Nil 

Nil. 

'II.-— Civil Works— 



(a) Buildings ...... 

16,92,100 

72,400 

(6) Roads ... . 

21,75,300 

94,900 

III. — Famine Relief — 



(a) Irrigation Works .... 

91,800 

3,000 

(6) Other Works 

13,94,600 

51,800 

(c) Miscellaneous expenditure 

22,05,200 

76,300 







CHAPTER XVII 


General remarks and result o! valuation of the Gwalior 
cessions in the Bombay Presidency. 

I.— Yawal Chopra (East Khandesh District). 

239. The ceded territory dea't with under this head comprises 
272 villages which were valued at the time of cession at 
Re. 1,15,617-6-9. It has been possible to identify all the villages 
except 16, the names of which have not been traceable. They are 
described in the Government records of 1864 as being "Outbundee". 
Evidently they were deserted villages and have since disappeared, 
or have been merged with others with the passage of time. 

The population of the area, according to the census of 1921, is 
1,71,949. There are only two towns with a population of more 
than 10,000 persons while there is none with a population of more 
than 20,000. 

240. General Aspects.— Tlie District forms the northern 
section of the Deccan table-land. Watered by the Tapti and its 
distributaries the long central plain of Khandesh comprises an 
extensive area of rich alluvial soil. The tract is on the whole pros- 
perous and its towns and villages are surrounded by mango grbves 
and numerous gardens. 

241. Previous History. — In the middle of the 17tli century 
Khandesh was highly prosperous. From 1670 Maratha raids com- 
menced and it was for more than a century given up to every 
species of calamity internal and external. In 1802 the country was 
ravaged by the Holkar’s army and the destruction and ruin brought 
on a severe famine. In the years that followed Khandesh was 
further -impoverished by the greed and misrule of the rulers. The 
people, leaving their peaceful callings, joined together in bands and 
wandered over the country, robbing and laying waste. This was 
the state of the country in 1818 shortly before it passed under the 
management of the British Government. 

242. Ag riculture' and Irrigation. — The soils are composed of 
all grades, from the deep rich black of the Tapti valley to the 
poor stony red and white of the low trap ranges. • Since the Tapti 
river flows in a deep bed it cannot be made use of for irrigation. 
Irrigation is practised mainly from dams thrown across the smaller 
rivers, and there are lakes and reservoirs which also serve for irriga- 
tion. At one time the dams across the river must have been very 
numerous. -In the ceded areas no expenditure of any importance 
appears to have been incurred by the British Government on the 
construction or improvement of irrigation works. 

( 14 - ) 
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243. Forests. — Khandesh is the most important forest district 01 
the Bombay Presidency after Kanara. A good deal has been done 
by the British Government for the proper conservation of forests, 
in the absence of which in the past, the hill tribes had robbed the 
jungles of most of their valuable timber. 

244. Trade. — The crafts and industries of the district are of 
some importance. Cotton pressing and ginning and also cotton 
spinning and weaving are important. Cotton is the principal 
article of export. 

245. Public Works — The Great Indian Peninsula Bailway 
runs through a long stretch of the territory and the district is also 
fairly well provided with roads. We have been unable to get 
statistics of expenditure on roads in the ceded areas prior to the 
year 1901-02, or on public buildings prior to the year 1887-88. 
Such statistics as we have been able to collect have been compiled 
in Statement No. LXXIX. 

246. Famine. — The Tapti and the lesser streams are liable to 
sudden and disastrous floods. Six great floods caused more or less 
severe injury in the district during the nineteenth century. 
Scarcities, not amounting to famine, occurred in the years 1824, 
1833-86, 1845, 1876-77 and 1896-97. The district suffered severely 
like the rest of India during the famine of 1899-1900. 

Information regarding expenditure on famine relief incurred in 
the ceded areas is very meagre. The famine reports which we have 
examined do not show the expenditure incurred in areas smaller 
than i district, and in this case, owing to the recent division of the 
Khandesh district, figures are not separately available for the East 
Khandesh District. The District authorities have estimated that 
an expenditure of Rs. 1,41,300 may be taken as having been in- 
curred on famine relief works which have created permanent assets. 
Approximately one-fourth of this would probably represent expendi- 
ture on irrigation. 

247. Valuation. — The results of valuation together with expla- 
natory notes will be found in Statement No. LXII. We are rather 
struck bv the relatively higher revenue and the smaller expendi- 
ture of the ceded areas in East Khandesh District as compared with 
that of the Paneh Mahals District. This is not surprising if it is 
remembered that even at the time of the cession, the Khandesh 
villages produced more revenue than the Panch Mahals District as 
a whole. Moreover, the district itself yields a very high revenue 
and has an area which is roughly three times that of the Kaira and 
Panch Mahals districts respectivelv. It comprises a population 
one and a half times that of Kaira District, and nearly three times 
that of the Panch Mahals District. It is thus obvious that the 
-'omparative cost of administration of the District should be lower 
than that of either the Kaira or Panch Mahals districts. 
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n.-rrSholapur and Ahmednagar ceded villages. 

248. These consist of 13 villages, 11 in Sholapur and 2 in 
-Ahmednagar District, see paragraph 200. The population of the 
Sholapur villages is 6,717 and of the Mini- dcii^.ir villages 1,239. 
The calculations of revenue and expenditure of these villages will 
be found at Statements No. LXIII and LXIY. The Ekruk tank 
and the Bhatodi tank serve some of the ceded villages. We have 
allocated a share of the revenue, working expenses and interest 
charges on account of the Bhatodi tank on the basis of the area 
irrigated in the ceded villages. In the case of the Ekruk tank we 
have allocated the actual revenue derived from the ceded village 
to the village concerned, but no share of the working expenses 
or interest as this would be negligible vide remarks in Statement 
No. LXIII. 


m.— The Panch Mahals District. 

249. The District of the Panch Mahals is in the Northern 

Division of the Bombay Presidency composing the eastern part of 
Gujarat. It consists of two separate parts, divided bv a broad 
«trin of the Bariva State. The area of the district is 1,606 square 
miles and its population 3,74,860. (1921 Census.) 

250. Physical Aspects. — The two sections differ considerably 
in physical aspects. That to the south-west is a level tract of rich 
soil, while the other portion is much more rugged and includes 
many varieties of soil, from fertile twice-cropped valleys to barren 
stony hills. 

251. Agriculture and Irrigation.— The soil of the District 
differs considerably from that of western Gujarat. The soil of the 
eastern division is both light and black, and. owing to the abund- 
ance of water, is very productive. Maize is the staple food crop of 
the District. Next in importance is bajra. The other crops largely 
cultivated are rice, gram and sesamum. The fields are watered 
from rivers, tanks and wells. The details of past Irrigation expendi- 
ture will be found in Statements No. LXXVII and LXXVITI. 

252. The Panch Mahals form the only District in Gujarat with 
a large forest area. Till 1860 th<- produce of the forests was in 
little demand and much damage had been done to them by pre- 
vious neglect, consequently there is little timber of anv size. The 
timber and firewood are chiefly exported. 

253. Minerals. — Compared with other Gujarat Districts the 
Panch Mahals are rich in minerals. The hills contain iron, lead, 
manganese and mica, but mining on a larger scale is carried on 
only lor manganese. A useful sandstone for paving is also found 
and the common Godhra granite, a very durable stone, also 
worked. 



254 . TnuM and Communications.— The District id traversed by 
the main line of the Bombay, Baroda and Central India Railway, 
and a line connects Godhra with Anand. A chord-line from Baroda 
to Godhra traverses the District for 17 miles. The total length 
of Govenment roads in the District is 157J miles metalled and 17J 
miles unmetalled. 

255. Famines. — During the 20 years ending 1879 want of rain 
caused scarcity and distress on five occasions. The District again 
suffered in 1899. We have shown in Statement No. LXXX the 
expenditure on Famine Relief during the great famines of 1899- 
1902 and during the periods of scarcity since that time. Definite 
statistics for the earlier years are not available. 

256. Valuation. — It was necessary, in connection with the 
valuation of the Kaira District, to separate the figures for the Kaira 
and Ranch Mahals Districts from the combined figures of the two 
Districts in view of the existence of a single headquarter treasury 
for both these Districts. It will be clear from Statements Nos. 
XXIV and XXV and the explanatory notes appended thereto, how. 
we have arrived at the revenue and expenditure on account of the 
Panch Mahals district. The results have been exhibited in State- 
ments No. LXV and LXVI. 

We have shown the past outlay on account of irrigation, build- 
ings and roads and famine relief in Statement Nos. LXXVII to 
LXXX. 

IV. — Summary of Results of the valuation of the ceded territories 
in the Bombay Presidency. 

257. Excluding “customs” the revenue and expenditure under 
the remaining Central and Provincial heads, including a share of 
overhead and general charges for the territories in the Bombay 
Presidency, are as follows : — 


Centiiai.. 


Revenue. 

Rs. 

Expenditure. 

Rs. 

Income-tax . « 

1,33,000 

Income-tax 

18,100 

Salt 

1.12,500 

Salt 

13,600 

Imperial Excises 

38,000 

Imperial Excises 

Nil, 

Other Central heads 

Nil. 

Other Central heads 

38,000 


Provincial. 


Revenue . 

. 23,83,700 : 

Expenditure . 

27,54,200 
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The Provincial expenditure does not take account of interest 
charges shown below on past outlay on irrigation works for which 
no capital and revenue accounts we kept, buildings, roads and 
famine relief : — 



Capital 

Outlay. 

Interest. 



Be. 

Rs. 

I*— Irrigation — 




(a) Works fpr which Capital 
oountg are kept. 

and Revenue' Ac- 

2,62,160 

8,100 

(b) Works for which Capital 
counts are not kept. 

and Revenue Ac- 

1 , 33,600 

6,700 

II. — Civil Works — 




(a) Buildings 

• • • a 

23 , 21 , 700 * 

86 , 900 * 

(b) Roads . 

. 

17 , 61,700 

60,600 

III. — Famine Relief — 




(a) Irrigation Works , 

• • « • 

18 , 36,000 

56,900 

(b) Other Works . . . 

• 

21 , 77,200 

74,600 

(c) Miscellaneous expenditure 

. • • i 

12 , 76,000 

42,900 


•This figure is approximate only* 





CHAPTER XVIII. 


General remarks and result of valuation of the Gwalior 
cessions in the United Provinces. 

268. As explained in paragraph 201 the Gwalior territories in the 
United Provinces with which we are concerned are situated in the 
Districts of— 

(1) Jhansi, 

(2) Jalaun, 

(3) Agra, and 

(4) Muttra. 


I. — Ceded Areas in the Jhansi District. 

. 259. The ceded territories in the Jhansi District valued by us 
consist of — 

(a) 38 villages remaining out of the 148 Bhander villages, 

(b) 58 villages in the north-west and west of the Jhansi 

Tahsil including a part of the present town of Jhansi . 
and 

(c) 380 Chandheri villages. 

260. General. — The District presents a great variety in its 
physical aspects. The characteristic feature of Jhansi, as of all 
Bundelkhand Districts is its liability to alternating cycles of agri- 
cultural prosperity and depression. On account of its peculiar 
soils and deficient irrigation, the District is peculiarly dependent 
on periodical rains and is very sensitive to droughts. The methods 
of cultivation are conspicuously poor, and the people easily yield 
to adverse circumstances. 

We have ascertained that the population of the ceded areas is 
1,76,027 which is approximately 29 per cent, of the population of 
the District. Industrially the area is not developed. 

261. Irrigation. — Although under Maratha rule considerable 
amount of attention had been paid to irrigation works, these were 
allowed to fall into disrepair during the later period of internal 
troubles. A good deal of attention has been paid by the British 
Government to the repair and maintenance of a large number of 

( U7 ) 
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tanks which existed during the ppe-British rule. Generally speak- 
ing it may be said that the works are of a protective nature. By 
far the most important source of irrigation in the District is wells. 
Other larger sources of irrigation are lakes and tanks. We have 
ascertained from the Collector of Jhansi that out of a total irrigated 
area of 108,500 acres in the Jhansi District, only 1,648 acres are 
irrigated in the ceded areas. The Collector has reported a revenue 
of approximately Rs. 800 on account of irrigation from the ceded 
territories and of expenditure of a similar amount on maintenance. 
He has reported also that the capital cost of irrigation works which 
may be allocated to the ceded territories is approximately 
Rs. 1,58,900 on the basis of area irrigated. We have no ready 
means of verifying this figure as we have been unable to get the 
details of the works concerned. We have, therefore, ignored this 
capital expenditure especially as we have reasons for believing that 
it has merged in the famine relief expenditure which included con- 
siderable sums spent on irrigation. We have taken full account 
of the famine relief expenditure in our Statement No. LXXXIII. 

262. Civil Works — Buildings and Roads. — Past expenditure on 
buildings and roads in the ceded areas has been exhibited by us 
in Statement No. LXXXTI. We may add that the District of 
Jhansi as a whole is provided with a net work of railways and roads. 

263. Famines. — As already stated the District is specially liable 
to famines. Of early famines there is no record, but the rapidity 
with which scarcities and famines follow one another in this tract 
has given rise to the saying that a famine may be expected every 
fifth year. The first great famine of which any accurate account has 
been kept was that of 1868-69, and it is probably the severest that 
has ever afflicted the District. The expenditure on relief works 
amounted approximately to Rs. 2,79,000 and on gratuitous relief 
to Rs. 1,39,000. The relief works took mainly the form of tank 
excavation, irrigation embankments and road works. Besides this, 
land revenue to the extent of Rs. 1,78,000 was suspended and 
Rs. 2,78,000 were distributed in takavi loans. At the census of 
1872 the population was found to have fallen by 12‘24 per cent’, 
and the loss of cattle was about 41 per cent. 

264. Famine of 1895-96. — The cost of relief works amounted 
to Rs. 1,62,000 and gratuitous relief about Rs. 8,000. 

265. Famine of 1896-97. — Relief works cost Rs. 8,98,000 plus 
Rs. 42,000, and gratuitous relief Rs. 2,44,000. Besides this large 
sums were spent from private charities and by way of remissions 
of revenue. 

266. Famines of 1899-1900 and after. — Miscellaneous outlay of 
Rs. 71,000 was incurred. In 1905 relief works cost Rs. 3,54,000 
and other expenditure Rs. 2,25,000 In 1907 relief works cost 
Rs. 1,38,000 and other expenditure Rs. 2,45,000. 
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267. The total expenditure in the district by Government 
amounts approximately to Rs. 18*73 lakhs on works and Rs. 9*82 
on gratuitous relief. The share of the ceded areas on the approxi- 
mate population basis viz., 29*0 per cent, amounts to Rs. 5,43,200 
on works and Rs. 2,70,400 on gratuitous relief. 

268. Valuation. — The detailed valuation and the results are 
explained in Statements Nos. LXVII and LXVIII. The over- 
head and general charges have been added separately in the con- 
solidated statement for all Gwalior cessions in the United Provinces 
in Statement No. LXXT. 


n.— Jalaun District. 

269. The Kachwayagar Pargana consisting of 160 villages (see 
paragraph 201) is situated in this District. 71 of these villages 
are now situated in the Jalaun Pargana and the remainder in the 
Kunch Pargana of the same District. 

270. General features. — A special feature of the physical aspect 
of the country is the intricate reticulation of deep ravines which 
fringe the river channel and cover nearly one-fifth of the total 
area of the District. Like the rest of Bundelkhand the district 
is liable to great fluctuations in agricultural prosperity. The 
people are comparatively poor and industrially backward. 

The total population of the ceded villages is about 55,000 
which is approximately 13' 5 per cent, of the population of the 
entire district. There is no town in the ceded territories contain- 
ing a population of over 10,000 persons. 

271. Irrigation. — Up to the year 1866 the district had no source 
of irrigation except wells. The opening of the Betwa canal led 
to a considerable increase in the irrigated area. This work enters 
the district in the south west and has two branches which supply 
every part of the district. 

The Betwa Canal System irrigates an area of 17,586 acres in the 
ceded territory out of a total acreage of 99,360 acres irrigated by 
the whole system, that is, about 17*7 per cent. The total up-to- 
date capital outlay on the system is Rs. 84,92,418. The total 
revenue, and working expenses and interest charges have been 
allocated to the ceded territories on the basis of the area irrigated 
(see Statement No. LXXXI). 

272. Besides the Betwa Canal System there are a few irriga- 
tion systems for which no capital or revenue accounts are kept, 
namely, the Gaindauli Bund Nos. 1 and 2 and the Dabar Bund. 
The cost ot construction of these works has been estimated to 
be Rs. 8,000. 
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273. Civil Works — Buildings and Boads . — It ie reported that 
there are no Provincial Government roads in the ceded territories. 
Apparently such of the roads as were constructed in connection 
with famine relief are now maintained by local bodies. There 
are only a few Government buildings, the total original cost of 
which is estimated at Es. 88,000 vide Statement No. LXXXH. 
We have taken due account of the cost of maintenance of these 
buildings and also of a share of the grants-in-aid paid to the local 
bodies for civil works generally. 

274. Famine. — Drought and blight are the two great scourges 
of the Jalaun District. Details of the expenditure incurred on 
famine relief as far as they could be collected will be found in 
Statement No. LXXXIII. 

275. Valuation. — The details of valuation together with expla- 
natory notes will be found at Statement No. LXIX. The neces- 
sary addition on account of overhead and general charges has been 
made in the consolidated statement for all United Provinces areas 
in Statement No. LXXI. 


III. — Agra and Muttra villages. 

276. These villages are all petty villages, the population of 
the 17 villages in Muttra being only 8,595 and that of the three 
in Agra 875. 

277. Irrigation. — An important feature of the ceded villages 
in the Muttra District is that they are almost all irrigated by the 
distributaries of the Agra Canal . The irrigation revenue from the 
Muttra villages alone averages Es. 14,100 per annum, out of a 
total revenue from the Agra Canal System which amounted, in 
1929, to Es. 13,12,325, or approximately to 1-07 per cent. We 
have allocated interest and working expenses on account of the 
canal on this basis. 

278. Civil Works and Famine Belief. — Past expenditure under 
these heads is negligible, but we have incorporated the relevant 
figures in Statements No. LXXXII and LXXXIII. 

279. Valuation. — The results of valuation together with the 
explanatory notes will be found in Statement No. LXX. 


IV —Summary of results of the valuation of the Gwalior cessions 
in the United Provinces. 

280. Excluding customs the revenue and expenditure under 
the remaining Central and Provincial heads, including a share of 
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overhead and general charges for the Gwalior territories in the 
United Provinces are as follows : — 



Central. 


Revenue. 

Income-tax 

Salt 

Imperial Excises 

Other central heads 

Rs. 

45,700 

40,200 

16,300 

Nil. 

Expenditure. 

Income-tax . 

Salt 

Imperial Excises . 
Other central heads 

Re. 

.6,300 

4,900 

Nil. 

10,000 


Provincial. 


Revenue • • 

. 6,63,900 

Expenditure . 

. 10,28,960 


The Provincial expenditure does not take account of interest 
charges shown below on past outlay on irrigation works for which 
no capital and revenue accounts are kept, buildings, roads and 
famine relief : — * ! i 

Capital Outlay. Interest. 





Rs. 

Rs. 

I. — Irrigation — 

(a) Works for which Capital 
accounts are kept . 

and 

Revenue 

16,35,600 

52.700 

(6) Works for which Capital 
accounts are not kept . 

and 

Revenue 

8,000 

300 

II — Civil Works— 

(a) Buildings . 


l . 

19,80,600 

77,400 

(6) Roads . • 

. 

• • 

7,68.800 

25,600 

III. — Famine Relief— 

(a) Irrigation Works 


. 

44,700 

1,600 

(6) Other Works . 

, 


6,38,800 

21,200 

(c) Miscellaneous expenditure 

. 

. 

3,39,200 

11.800 



CHAPTER XIX. 

General remarks and result ot valuation ol the Gwalior 
cessions in Central India and Ajmer-Merwara. 

I. — Manpur. 

281. Description. — This is an isolated pargana in Central India 
comprising some 50 square miles of territory and containing a 
population of nearly 5,000 persons. About 50 per cent, of the 
area is under forest and 25 per cent, under cultivation. At the 
time of the cession in 1844 there were 28 villages in this area 
and the gross revenue was shown, both in 1844 and in 1860 at 
Rs. 4,400. There are now 32 villages in this area. 

282. Revenue and expenditure. — Excluding “Customs” the 
present figures of average annual revenue and expenditure are : — 

Rs. 

Revenue ....... . 72,700 

Expenditure . . 84,100 

vide Statement No. LXXII. 

Both revenue and expenditure are “central” following that of the 
Central India Agency. With the exception of the small amounts 
of revenue, computed by us, vide paragraph 11, accruing under 
Imperial excises and salt, the revenue is the actual average revenue 
obtained in this area and it includes income-tax of the adminis- 
trative officers and establishments employed therein. The expen- 
diture has in most cases been carefully calculated by the local 
administration and includes besides direct expenditure, a share of 
the cost on account of officers and establishments who are only 
partially occupied with the Manpur administration. The area 
being so small nothing has been added on account of pay of the 
Agent to the Governor General and headquarters establishment 
of the Central India Agency, which would in this case correspond 
to provincial overhead charges. No expenditure is normally incur- 
red under the head Agriculture, but we should mention that during 
the past three years the Government of India sanctioned, for a 
period of 3 years, an expenditure of Es. 3,300 per annum on the 
agricultural development of this pargana. We have omitted this 
item, however, as it is not definitely a permanent recurring 
expenditure. 

283. Interest on capital outlay,— This has been calculated as 
follows, and is not included in the figures referred to above : — 

Capital Interest. 

R8 R8 

<>) Buildings .... . 3,12,60* 11,000 

(ii) Roads . . 1,97,900 8,000 

(Ui) Irrigation jsu . A'tf. 

As regards (i) this represents the interest on a total capital outlay 
on civil government buildings actually in the area but excludes 
the Malwa Bhil Corps buildings which we do not consider to be 
a legitimate charge against this area. 

( 1M ) 
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As regards (ii) the interest has been oalculated on the capital 
outlay and expenditure on permanent improvement of some 11 
miles of metalled road and half mile of unmetalled road in th$ 
Pargana in addition to approximately 8 miles of the Agra-Bomba^ 
road. When taken over by the Public Works Department in 1900 
these roads were mostly found to be very “ kutcha ” and consequently 
cost a good deal in improvements. In view of this we haye, for 
the purposes of interest, treated the 11 miles of metalled road as 
if it were unmetalled, i.e., we have calculated interest on a capital 
expenditure of Es. 4,000 per mile instead of the usual rate for 
metalled roads, viz. : — Es. 10,000 per mile. 

There is no record of any important expenditure on famine 
relief. 

284. Expenditure on the Pargana already included in previous 
report. — We should mention that the figures of revenue and 
expenditure of this pargana were taken into account in the Com- 
mittee’s figures relating to the Central India Agency as an 
Imperial Burden, vide paragraphs 140-141 and Appendix TV of 
our earlier report. Similarly the capital outlay and average 
annual expenditure on maintenance of roads and buildings in 
Manpur were included in the statement of roads and buildings in 
Central Tndia at Appendix III of our earlier report. 

II.— Ceded villages in Ajmer-Merwara. 

285. The territory in this area transferred by Scindhia com- 
prises nine jagir villages situated in the Ajmer-Merwara Province, 
viz. : — Five “khnlsa” or revenue paying, and four “rent free”. 
They form part of the territory received in exchange from the 
Gwalior Darbar by the Treaty of 1860, vide paragraph 188. These 
villages are all small, the largest, Harmara, has at present a 
population of 2,176, while the population of all of them taken 
together is only 5,400. 

286. In this case all the revenue and expenditure is “central” 
as the Ajmer-Merwara Province is at present a centrally adminis- 
tered area. Excluding ‘Customs’ the total revenue and expen- 
diture is : — 

Rs. 

Revenue 18,000 

Expenditure . ..... 14,000 

Under those heads which are classified as “provincial” in 
Governor’s Provinces, the revenue and expenditure are as shown 
below : — 

5 evenu ® lO^OO 

Expenditure . 14,500 

leaving a small surplus of Es, 2,300. Details will be found in 
Statement No. LXXIII. The main source of direct revenue is land 
revenue. Credit under ‘Excise’ and ‘Stamps’ has been given to 
the villages on the basis of population. 
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There are few public works in these villages; the average 
expenditure on original works during the 4 years ending 1929-30 
being only Rs. 320. The total up-to-date capital outlay on civil 

works in these villages has been estimated at Rs. 10,000 roundly, 

mainly on police and educational buildings, vide Statement No. 
LXXXV. 

287. Famine Relief. — According to the Imperial Gazetteer the 

Province of Ajmer is in an “arid zone” and is peculiarly exposed 
to drought and famine. When rains fail, it is likely to become 
a prey to the treble famine of grass, grain and water. The 
history of Ajmer is therefore black with records of famine some 
of which were very bad. So far as could be gathered from the 

available records, a sum of Rs. 77,75,000 was spent on Famine 

relief works in this small Province alone, during the period from 
1868 to 1905, besides amounts expended on gratuitous relief and 
indirect charges to public revenues in the shape of remissions of 
land revenue and grants of loans. We have had some difficulty 
in ascertaining the share of this expenditure which may be regard- 
ed as benefiting Scindhia’s villages, as any calculation should 
take into account the works executed in or near the villages from 
which they derive benefit. In consultation with the Chief Com- 
missioner, we have ascertained that about Rs. 12,000 can be 
regarded as a fair share of the villages, see Statement No. 
LXXXVI. [f the whole expenditure in the Province had been 
divided on a population basis, the share would Jhave been about 
Rs. 77,000, but we have rejected this figure as the villages cannot 
be considered as deriving any benefit from irrigation and other 
works situated in distant parts of the Province, and allocation of 
the share of total expenditure on the basis of mere population 
would be fallacious. 

288. Interest. — Interest calculated on outlay under ‘41-Civil 
Works’ and ‘Famine Relief’, resulting in permanent assets, 
amounts to Rs. 700 a year. 



CHAPTER XX. 

Summary of results of valuation of Gwalior territories, 


289. We have summarised the results of valuation of all the 
Gwalior territories in Statement No. LXXIV. As explained in 
paragraphs 183 and 185 the territories taken into consideration by 
us were worth Es. 11*00 lakhs out of which the Gwalior Darbar 
are entitled to credit for only Es. 10*03 lakhs. In accordance with 

our plan the proportion of ir-W 01 91*18 per cent, of the results 
should be taken into consideration. The shares of the Gwalior 
State of revenue and expenditure are as follows : — 

Central. 



Revenue. 


Expendi- 

ture. 

Surplus (+) 
Deficit ( — ). 


Rs. 


Rs. 

Rs. 

I.- -Indirect — 





Customs • 

. 22,25,800 

Customs • . 

45,400 

-f21, 80,400 

Salt 

. 2,52,500 

Salt, 

30,500 

+2,22,000 

Imperial Excises 

. 87,700 

Imperial Excises 

•• 

+87,700 

Total Indirect 

• 26,66,000 

Total Indirect • 

76,900 

+24,90,100 


11. — Direct — 




Income-tax 

3,81,900 

Income-tax • . 55,300 

+3,26,600 

Other Central heads • 

78,200 

Other Central heads 1,59,600 

—81,400 

Total Direct • 

4,60,100 

Total Direct • 2,14,900 

+2,46,200 

Grand Total * Central * 

30,26,100 Grand Total ‘ Central ’ 2,90,800 

+ 27,36,300 



Provincial . 


Revenue, 

Re, 

51,54,700 


« Expenditure. Deficit. 

Rs. Rs. 

68,21,900 -6,00,000 


( 155 ) 
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290. We have likewise consolidated past expenditure on irriga- 
tion, buildings and roads and famine relief in Statement No. 
LXXXVII as well as the interest thereon. The capital expendi- 
ture and the interest thereon may be summarised as follows : — 

Capital Interest. 

Outlay. 

Rs. Ks. 

I. — Irrigation — 

(a) Works for which Capital and Revenue 

accounts aro kept .... 17,30,300 55,400 

(b) Works for which Capital and Revenue 


accounts arc not kept 

. 1,29,100 

6,400 

ll. -Civil Works-- 

(a) Buildings . 

. 57,57,900 

2,25,200 

(b) Roads 

. 44,71,300 

1,72,400 

III. — Famine UelieJ — 

(a) Irrigation Works 

. 16,25,900 

55,100 

(6) Other Works 

. 38,49,300 

1,34,500 

(c) Miscellaneous expenditure 
tuitous Relief 

including Gra- 

. 35,37,300 

1,18,100 


As explained in paragraph 24, we have already taken into 
consideration Interest on Works for which Capital and Revenue 
accounts are kept, shown under item I (a) above, in our various 
expenditure statements. No further charge on account of these 
works should therefore be made. As regards the remaining charges 
we are of opinion that some allowance may perhaps be made on 
account of item III (a' only, see paragraph 27. 



CHAPTER XXI. 

General remarks and conclusions. 


291. Before concluding our Report we should like to make a 
few observations regarding the differences in the results of the net 
values of the ceded territories in the different Provinces and the 
effect of the present economic conditions as depicted in our results. 
It is unnecessary to enter into detailed comment on this subject 
as a glance at the statement (No. XCVI) we have prepared, show- 
ing the comparative revenue and expenditure per 1,000 of population 
under important heads of revenue and expenditure in the various 
Provinces, will serve to bring out the differences in the standards 
of administrative expenditure of the Provinces. In particular the 
very favourable result obtained for a comparatively poor area 
such as the ceded districts of the Madras Presidency is due to the 
large size of the ceded districts generally, and the lower cost of 
administration. The ceded territories of Madras with an area 
of over 27,000 square miles, a population of 3*96 millions and a 
revenue of 181*9 lakhs constitute practically four districts, while 
the Baroda ceded territories with an approximate area of 3,900 
square miles and a population of 1*25 millions and a revenue of 
56*95 lakhs constitute practically two districts. Factors such as 
these, and others which we need not narrate here, would easily 
account for some of the apparent diversities in the results of 
valuation of the territories in the different Provinces. 

292. It has been suggested that the period of valuation taken by 
us, which is generally the average of the last five years, may be 
somewhat unfavourable to certain States in view of the fall of 
revenue owing to the economic depression as a whole and the 
civil disobedience movement in particular. It is important to 
bear in mind that there has been a further general deterioration 
of economic conditions during the last one year and every Local 
Government in India has been compelled to remit large sums of 
land revenue owing to the fall in prices and the consequential 
distress of the agriculturists. No Provincial Government can per- 
haps overlook the immediate necessity of some re-adjustment of 
land revenue which will involve a considerable fall of revenue, and 
no one can prophesy an early return to the scale of prices and wages 
prevailing some years ago. The same remarks hold good generally 
in regard to Income-tax and Customs revenues. On the expenditure 
side of our account, too, it is difficult to predict the future scale 
of expenditure in view of drastic retrenchments contemplated every- 
where. But the need for retrenchments has arisen from conti- 
nually falling revenues, and we are of opinion that the reductions 

( 157 ) 
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in expenditure may be expected to counteract the fall of revenues ; 
in other words, the general picture presented by the net result of 
our valuation will hold good substantially even for the future. 

293. In the case of Customs revenue we should like to draw 
special attention to the fact that our figures are based on the reve- 
nue of the year 1928-29 and to observe that there has been a 
steady deterioration after the year 1929-30 in spite of increasing 
duties. As observed in the Hon’ble the Finance Member’s last 
Budget Speech, there has been a steady deterioration in the imports 
under sugar, silver, cotton piece-goods and liquors. The decrease 
in imports of sugar has been the most important single factor in 
upsetting the budget estimates of the Government of India. The 
decline is attributed partly to the decrease in purchasing power 
and partly to itu ic.i-ing Indian production It would be rash to 
prophesy what the Customs revenue of the Central Government 
might be for the next ten years under the exceedingly nebulous 
and changing conditions prevailing at present. We have not 
troubled to take the average of more recent years, firstly, because 
of the daily changing conditions of trade and, secondly, because 
the computations of customs duties accruing from ceded areas 
appear to us from the recent trend of discussions at the Round 
Table Conference to be more a matter of academic interest than 
of practical necessity, as ‘Customs’ will presumably be one of the 
sources of Federal revenues. 

294. We desire to draw special attention to the fact that we 
have computed separately the contributions from ceded territories 
to central revenues under such heads as Income-tax, Salt, Customs, 
and Imperial Excises as required in paragraph 5 ( e ) of the Resolu- 
tion defining our terms of reference. We were not required to 
compute the contributions from the ceded territories under Central 
heads of revenue such as Railways, Mint and Currency, Posts 
and Telegraphs profits, vide para. 6 of the Resolution. On the 
expenditure side of the account we have exhibited, in the case of 
Central heads, only the estimated cost of collection of the revenues 
for which we have given credit, together with a share of the cost 
of Audit and a few other major items of expenditure incurred 
within the Province in which the ceded areas are situated. The 
major part of the expenditure of the Central Government on ac- 
count of Defence, and various other activities of the Central Gov- 
ernment, the Secretariat of the Government of Tndia and Debt 
Services does not find a place in our calculations. The surplus 
which we have worked out for the several ceded territories under 
the Central heads should not therefore be regarded as a net gain 
to the Government of India, hut rather as a contribution to central 
revenues for Defence and other central obligations and services 
The average of the expenditure of the Government of Tndia 
charged to revenue for the period from 1926-27 amounts to Rs 132 
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crores per annum roundly. This includes the expenditure on 
account of certain areas which are under the direct administrative 
control of the Government of India, e.g., Baluchistan, Ajmer- 
Merwara, etc. After 1 : i i ■ the average direct revenue from 

these areas amounting to nearly Rs. 2 crores, the net expenditure 
is approximately Rs. 130 crores. According to our first Report 
approximately Rs. 65-244 crores may be regarded as Imperial 
Burdens or as expenditure which benefits the whole of India in- 
cluding Indian States. The balance of the expenditure, namely, 
Rs. 64-81 crores per annum approximately may be regarded as- 
relating mainly to the Administration of British India. On this 
basis the share of Imperial Burdens per thousand of population 
of India, including Burma and Indian States, is approximately 
Rs. 2064-5 and of the rest of the central expenditure Rs. 2624-9. 
The total average central expenditure per thousand of population 
of the ceded territories valued by us may be very roughly taken 
as Rs. 4689-4. We have exhibited in Statement No. XCVII 
the approximate charges on account of the various ceded territories 
on this basis. The gross figures estimated by us under central 
revenues together with the contributions under Railways, Currency 
and Mint, Posts and Telegraphs, etc., may be regarded as the 
contributions of the ceded territories for the services rendered by 
the Central Government, of which the share of the ceded areas 
has been approximately estimated as above. The position which 
seems to emerge from these facts is that there will be no surplus 
under the central heads which may be regarded as a net gain, 
or as available for the defence of the States ceding territories. 

295. Under the head ‘Provincial’ it will be seen that it is 
only in the case of ‘Berar’ which is one of the richest tracts in 
India that there is a substantial surplus. To some extent the 
result is due to the fact that the ‘rent’ or lease money is paid by 
the Central Government, while the Provincial Government gets 
the surplus. The surplus under the Provincial heads in Madras 
is comparatively small. In most other cases there is a small 
deficit. As the budgets of the Government of India and the 
various Local Governments generally balance, it is idle to expect 
any large surplus from the ceded territories after the necessarv 
addition of proportionate overhead charges of administration. In 
view of the widely differing fertility and revenue-producing condi- 
tions of ceded territories and the methods of administration in 
different Provinces the results vary slightly from place to place, 
as the Local Governments do not and cannot attempt to draw up 
a balanced budget for each ceded territory. 

296. In this connection we may observe that the values at 
which the territories were ceded in the various treaties, took 
account of little or no expenditure on administration except per- 
haps the cost of collection of revenue. This seems natural in view 
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of the prevailing ideas of administration m those days. Only * 
small portion of the revenues was spent on administration and the 
idea of expenditure on nation-building and development services 
such as Education, Medical and Public Health, Civil Works, 
Irrigation, etcetera, was hardly contemplated in those disturbed and 
troublesome times when Eulers, whether British or Indian, were 
concentrating their energies either on the maintenance of their own 
position or on the extension of their domains. With the gradual 
establishment of stable conditions, expenditure on administration 
and on nation-building and development services has gradually in- 
creased simultaneously with the growth of revenues. The results 
of our valuation follow logically from these facts. Then again 
whatever may have been the original intention or practice of the 
East India Company when entering into treaties for the mainten- 
ance of subsidiary forces out of the revenues of ceded territories, 
with the gradual lapse of time, the revenues of the ceded territories 
do not appear to have been specifically earmarked for the main- 
tenance of special forces. For several decades no separate accounts 
have been kept on the basis of the subsidiary troops being a 
specific charge on the revenues of the ceded territories. The 
financial arrangements entered into with the Provincial Govern- 
ments, under whose jurisdiction the ceded territories now re- 
main, will also show that the idea of earmarking the surplus 
revenues of ceded territories for the cost of troops has long dis- 
appeared. All this is a very natural consequence of the principles 
of public finance as now understood and applied to the administra- 
tion of British Tndia. The position for several years has now 
been that the States are entitled to general protection by the 
British Government and the British Government have ample mili- 
tary resources for the purpose, generally without having to locate 
the specified number of troops in the States or having to pay for 
them out of the surpluses of the ceded territories. We would 
indeed be surprised if the number and composition of the troops 
mentioned in the Treaties, or the permanent location of such 
forces for the purpose contemplated, had not become completely out 
of date under the entirety altered conditions of means of communi- 
cations, and methods of warfare of the present times. 

207. The budgets of the Provincial Governments and Govern- 
ment of Tndia as a whole balance and it follows that when a pro- 
per share of all the items of expenditure is charged to the revenues 
of any coded territory, there can be little or no surplus. The 
small surpluses or deficits which we have found in the case of 
ceded territories are due to the fact that the Local Government 
do not, and cannot balance the budgets for each district area, 
and also to other local factors such as the fertility or otherwise 
of the tract, and the higher or lower cost of administration accord- 
ing as the tract is part of a large or small district and so on. 



To sum up then the ceded territories have never been adminis- 
tered during the last few decades with the object of producing a 
surplus for the defence of the States ceding them. It is possible 
that the early British Administrators may not have foreseen the 
impropriety of making the defence of a State a charge upon another 
territory. In any case the notion of administering the ceded areas 
with any such object has never been apparent or translated into 
practice for some decades past. We gathered that one of the 
causes which led to the abolition of the Hyderabad contingent: 
which was paid out of the Berar surplus was the continually in- 
creasing cost of administration. To have attempted to administer 
the ceded territories so as to produce a definite surplus to meet the 
cost of a subsidiary force would indeed have been contrary to 
sound principles of public finance. In this connection we may 
aptly quote a passage from James Mill’s History of British India 
regarding the cessions of territories by the Nizam : “Of this 
engagement, as it affected the interests of the English, the nature 
may be described in a single sentence. The English acquired a 
small territory with the obligation of defending a large one. If it 
be said, that it was as easy to defend the Nizam’s territory, in 
addition to their own, as it was to defend their own territories 
without that of the Nizam, and that the revenue of the new terri- 
tory was all, therefore, a clear gain, the declaration is unfounded.” 
The acquisition of a small territory with the burden of defending 
another several times as large would be difficult to understand on 
strictly financial grounds, although it would be perfectly simple 
to explain such acquisitions on political and other grounds. The 
advantages which resulted from the subsidiary alliances were 
numerous. The conversion of independent chiefs who might at 
any time have waged wars and threatened the British power, 
into dependent powers protected by British forces was in itself 
the most effective insurance against internal wars and collosal ex- 
penditure out of the British Indian Exchequer. It also rendered 
possible considerable economies in British Army expenditure in 
those days. In connection with the territorial acquisitions for 
subsidiary forces the British Administrators of those times would 
undoubtedly have taken into consideration various factors of far 
greater weight than are apparent in the treaties, such as the con- 
solidation of the British power in India, the acquisition of places 
of strategic or economic importance, all of which would have out- 
weighed in the long run the financial obligation accepted by the 
treaties. We have made these lengthy observations as they seem 
necessary for a proper understanding and interpretation of the 
results of our valuations. 

298. In concluding our Report we desire to express our thanks 
to all the Local Governments and Administrations and their offi- 
cers for the assistance which they have rendered us in this most 
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difficult and complicated task. We should also express our obliga- 
tions to the Baroda and Gwalior Darbars for all the facilities which 
they so kindly afforded to us in the course of our investigations and 
our visit to the States. We confess that neither the Government 
of India nor we ourselves realised at the outset the enormous 
number of latent difficulties which presented themselves throughout 
our work. Our work had to be rushed throughout owing to the 
short spells of sanction for the Committee and the necessity for a 
speedy completion of our investigations. We need not elaborate 
the difficulties which we had to encounter in connection with the 
identification of territories, and the considerable researches which 
had to he made to surmount them, as we have already explained 
these in then* proper place. The task of devising a scheme fox 
the collection of relevant data for the valuation of tracts widely 
varying in size and conditions presented also unexpected difficul- 
ties. Tn consequence of all this we regret that it was not pos- 
sible for us to present our complete Report to the Government of 
India in sufficient time before the arrival of the Indian States 
Committee (Financial), but we have endeavoured to place in the 
hands of the latter a provisional Report on each of the ceded terri- 
tories in time foi the Committee's work in the States concerned. 
When the provisional Reports were sent to the Committee the 
calculations were tentative in some cases as we were awaiting a 
few further particulars from local officers. We have carried out 
the necessary amendments in our final Report and taken the 
opportunity of refining some of the calculations, where necessary 
or possible. 

Lastly, we desire to express our warmest thanks to our office 
staff for their hard and iiili i.iLii-g work which was exceptionally 
strenuous during the past few’ months. 


V. NARAHARI RAO, Chairman . 
S. P. BHARGAVA, Member. 


New Delhi : 
31 si March 1932 . 
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APPENDIX No. I. 

(See paragraph 3.) 

Schedule of ceded territories as furnished to the Committee by the 
Government of India. 


N. B , — The Schedule as furnished by the Government of India had to be modi- 
fied by us in the case of Baroda, Gwalior and Sangli subsequently as a result of 
additional facts which came to light in the course of our investigations. The modi- 
fications whioh have been made in each case have been dealt with by us in our 
' account of the respective cessions. 

Area ceded. Authority. Where situated. 


HYDERABAD. 

The ceded districts, Madras Pre- Treaty dated 12th 
sidency. October 1800. 

Upper Godavari Districts of Treaty of December 
Bhadrachalam, Rakapalli, 1860. 

Cherla, Albaka, Nugur and 
Sironcha. 


Berar . ... Agreement of 1902 . 


Bellary, Anantapur, Cud- 
dapah, and Kumool 
Districts of Madras. 

The first two form a 
portion of the Goda- 
vari District, Madras 
Presidency, the last 
four form the Upper 
Godavari District of 
the Central Provinces. 


The Pargana of Dholka 
The Pargana of Nariad 
The Pargana of Matar 
The Pargana of Mahuda 
The Kim Katodra 
(Warrat on Kathiawar) 


BARODA, 

' 

► Treaty of 21st April ^ 
1805. | 

t 


f Dholka Taluka, Ahme- 
dabad District Nariad 
Taluka, Kaira District. 
Matar Taluka, Kaira Dis- 
trict. Nariad Taluka, 
Kaira District Olpad 
Taluka, Surat Dis- 
trict. 


(Rungar Ghaut) 

Cupperbund 

Bhalej 


Memorandum of 
12th July 1808. 


Kurrode . 


Three villages of Subhanji Pol, 
viz . : — Sundanah of Petlad, 
Untroli of Matar and Wasna of 
Mahuda Parganaa. 


> Treaty of 6th Nov- 
ember 1817. 


('Presumably Kapadvanj 
Taluka of Kaira Dis- 
trict. Anand Taluka, 
Kaira District. 

Kadod-Mandvi Taluka, 
Surat District. 

Antroli is in Matar, and 
Wasna is in the Nariad 
Taluka of the Kaira 
District. 


Village of Kunnige of Daskroi 
Pargana. 


| Mehmedabad Taluka, 
Kaira District. 


Territories taken in perpetual farm from the Feishwa and 
afterwards ceded to the British Government, vide the 
Treaty of 6th November 1817. 

Half the city of Ahmedabad* . . . North Daskroi Taluka of the Ahmed- 

abad District. 

Peishwa’s Daskroi ..... Ahmedabad District. 

Perganah Viramgam .... Viramgam Taluka, Ahmedabad Dis- 
trict. 


Prantij and Peishwa's share in Harsol and 

Modasa Harsol is in Prantij Taluka and 

Modasa Mahal is in Ahmedabad 
District. 

* The other half was given in exchange for territory of equal value. 
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PANCH MAHALS. 


(I) Mahmoodabad 
<2) Aleena or Thamna . 

(3) Thasra ..... 

(4) Untrolee ..... 

(5) Balasinor and Virpur 

Half the town and pargana of petlad*. 


Mehmedabad Taluka, Kaira District 
Nariad Taluka Kaira District. 

Thasra Taluka, Kaira District. 
Kapadvanj Taluka, Kaira District. 
Rewa Kantha Agency. 


* Afterwards exchanged for territory of equal value. 


GWALIOR, 


Schedule furnished by the Gwalior Darbar of the permanent 
cessions made ui 1860 out of the Assignments of 1841, vide 
the Treaty of December 1860, 


District. 

Nimawar (Satwas Nimawar) (Central Provinces) 

No. 

of 

villages. 

231 

Receipts 
(Revenue and 
Abkari). 

Rs. a. p. 
31,525 8 0 

Hoshangabad. (Hindia Hurdah) (Central Pro- 
vinces) ....... 

762 

97,379 4 

0 

Charthana ..... 

• • 

4 

1,197 6 

8 

Nomad (Nimar) (Central Provinces) 

• 

761 

1,38,199 4 

0 

Manpur (Central India) . 

• 

28 

4.400 11 

11 

Khandesh. ( Yawal Chopra) (Bombay) 

• 

272 

2,15,617 6 

9 

Bhander (United Provinces) . 


80 

59,208 0 

0 

Kachwayaghar (United Provinces) . 

+ • 

160 

1.14,720 8 

0 

Chandori (United Provinces) . 

• % 

3S0 

94,908 15 

6 

Saugor (Central Provinces) 

• • 

2 68 

89,754 12 

0 

Keshory Patnri .... 

* • 

• ♦ 

80,000 0 

0 

Total . 

• • 

. . 

9,26,911 12 

10 


Kotah 

Satkotrec 

Jodhpur 

Ratlam Sailana 

Unarsi 

Amjhera 


Total 


Cash Tankas (Tributes). 

Rs. a. p. 
90,176 0 0 
10,279 0 0 
97,200 0 0 
1,12,140 0 0 
21,792 8 0 
35,000 0 0 


3,75,587 8 0 

(British currency) . 3,70,692 14 6 


Total 12,97,604 11 4 


SANG LI, 

Vide the Memorandum o lAnreement dated 15th May 1819 mid Articles of Stipulate on 

dated 12th December 1820 . 

Pargana New Hubli, Pargana Tadas . ) Dharwar Collectorate (Bombay). 
Samat Bommiknti . . . 

7 villages from Parcrana Shahapur . . Belgaum Collectorate (Bombay). 
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APPENDIX No. II. 

(See paragraph 43). 

JNTote on Irrigation in the Nizam’s ceded territories in the Madras 

Presidency. 

1. Atlanta pur District. — Only about 8 per cent of the cultivated 
area of the district is irrigated and so many of the irrigation 
sources are precarious that only 3 per cent, can be said to bo pro- 
tected in all seasons. Of the 8 per cent, of the district which is 
irrigated 3 per cent, is watered from wells, 4 per cent, by tanks and 
only one per cent, with the aid of river channels. There are many 
tanks in the Anantapur District practically all of which were made 
by the former native Governments which used to grant Inams for the 
maintenance of the tanks. The river channels have no permanent 
works. They are merely diversions by means of temporary sand dams 
of small streams. Throughout the district, the annual repairs of these 
sources is managed by the ryots themselves. 

2. BeUarij Dist net. -The protected irrigated area is very small. 
There is le-s land under irrigation in Bellary than in most other 
districts. Hardly two or three per cent, of the net area cropped 
being watered by wells, tanks and channels. There are ten anicuts 
of importance. All of these anicuts and channels were constructed 
by the Vijayamigar Kings some three or four hundred years ago. 
They irrigate considerable areas and the British Government have 
made many improvement^ to them. An important project known os 
the Tungabhadra project has been under the consideration of the 
Madras Government for several years. 

3 t 1 mhlapah I)t strict.-- In the Cuddapah district there is a good 
deal of irrigation from channels dug out in the sandy river beds. 
The vast majority of river channels take their rise in spring heads 
excavated in the mudy river beds and often flow long distances in 
the bed or along the bank of the river. These river channels are 
generally devoid of any permanent construction and depend for 
their maintenance on the spade work of the ryots whose interest it 
is to keep them up. Every landholder claiming irrigation from such 
a channel must contribute his quota of labour, or its equivalent in 
money, according to the extent, occupied by him. If properly main- 
tained, these river channels will ordinarily afford a suppy of water 
"affluent to raise two paddy crops. 

4. A second featuic of the irrigation of the district is the large 
number of good-sized tanks that exist in the district. They depend 
mainly if not exclusively for their supply on rainfall. A vast number 
of tanks appears to have been constructed some hundreds of years 
ago principally in the heyday of Vijayanagar supremacy. In those 
days inams weie granted to the principal landholders on condition 
of maintaining a tank in good condition. 

5. The third feature of the irrigation is the existence Of a large 
number of irrigation wells where the soil affords such facilities In 
former times construction of w r ells was also encouraged by the grant 
of inams - 

G. During British rule a number of important irrigation works 
have been undertaken at different periods with the object of bringing 
large portions of the area under effective protection. The most im- 
portant of these is the Kurnool-Cuddapah Canal. This project owed 
its inception to the policy inaugurated in the middle of the last 
century of introducing into India, British capital and enterprise in 
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the construction of irrigation works. The canal forms only a section* 
of the original ambitious design undertaken by the Madras Irrigation 
and Canal Company which was incorporated in 1858. The capital of 
the company was to be £1,000,000 on which the Government guaranteed 
5 per cent, interest. The canal takes off from an anicut, seventeen 
miles above the town of Kurnool, on the river Tungabhadra. The 
canal is about 190 miles in length throughout the Kurnool and 
Cuddapah districts The work was commenced in the Kurnool sec- 
tion in 1860 owing to a threatened famine. As the result of hasty 
procedure, engineering difficulties and mistakes, and r\i ra\ iigiis ce 
and carelessness in the management, the guaranteed million pounds 
was expended by 1866, by which time only half of the section had 
been completed. Fresh contracts were made in that year by which 
the operations were restricted and new financial arrangements were 
made. By 1871 the canal was finished throughout its length, though 
its capacity and efficiency were by no means satisfactory. Even then 
very little use was made of the water by the ryots and with the excep- 
tion of the famine years of 1877-78 the working of the canal resulted 
in an annual deficit which was met by the Government. In view of 
the increasing loss thus entailed, the Government purchased the canal 
and assumed charge on July 1st, 1882, at a cost which, including 
direct payments and claims surrendered, amounted to £3,018,758 
The total length of the canal which thus came into the possession of 
the State is 190 miles. The canal continued to work at a loss till 
about 1890 94 when the Government appointed a special revenue 
officer on the canal, the result of whose work met with a considerable 
amount of success and inaugurated an era of improvement in the 
financial history of the canal. 

7. Two other important canal systems connected with the Kurnool — 
Ciuldapah Canal system are the Chapad and Maidukuru projects 
which came into operation in the first decade of this century. One 
of these was sanctioned at first as a famine relief work. The total 
outlay on these two projects amounted nearly to nine lakhs of rupees. 
Another project was the Sagilier project which was designed to im- 
prove the supply to the Porumamilla tank project the total expendi- 
tuie on this project amounted to rath ?r more than lakhs. 
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APPENDIX No. IV. 


(See paragraphs 101 — 103 , 106, 109 and 112.) 

Consolidated statement showing the cessions by the Baroda Darbar for 
the upkeep of subsidiary troops and the changes made therein from 
time to time. 


Year. 

and 

reference. 

1 

Cession. 

j 

Amount. 

Remarks. 



Rs. 

a. 

P- 

1805. Schedule A, 

Pargana of Dholka 

•1,50,000 

0 

0 

page 67, Aitchi- 





son’s Vol. VI If. 

Pargana of Nariad . | 

1,75,000 

0 

0 


Pargana of Viiapur 

1,30,000 

0 

0* *Aftorwards ex- 

i 



changed. 


[ Pargana of Mattur (Ma- 

1,30,000 

0 

0 


tar). 





Pargana of blonde 

1,10,000 

0 

0 


! (Mnhudn). 





Tuppa of Kurreo . 

25,000 

0 

0* 

; 

! Kunkatodra . . | 

50,000 

0 

0 


Wat rat on Kathiawar . 

1,00,000 

0 

0 


Toial • . i 

11,70,000 

0 

Of ptxagrcob 





101. 

J SOS. Memoran- 

To make up a deficit of 




dum, pages 69 i 

Rs. 1,76,108-15-0 reahs- 




to 71 Aitohi- 1 

od in the above assign- 




son’s Vol. VII r.; 

mont, the following 





were assigned : — 





Amounts assigned from 





the beginning of Sim- 



1 


nut Samanwu Mva 





tein, or Sumbut 1861, 

1 


1 


according to the ac- 

1 


1 

1 


tual realisations as 



1 


per memorandum re- 





! reived from the Com- 



1 

, panv viz.: -Ghasdana 




(cess imposed in lieu , 




of forage), from taloo* : 




j ka Bhownuggur . ' 

71,500 

0 

0 

1 Vurauth (order upon 




i the public revenue) 




! upon parganah 

1 




Nenad, which was 

1 




formerly given for the 

l 




payment of the Putuk 





(body of horse) of 





Silledar Meer Kama- 





1 ludm Hussain Khan, 





and which have be- 





come an unappro- 





priated item in eon- 





sequence of the aboli- 





tion of the Surinjam 





of the said person 

50,000 

0 

0 





1808. Memoran- 
dum, pages 69 
to 71 of Aitchi- 
sion’s Vol. VIII 
— Concld, 


The villages of Pargana 
Mattur (Matar), viz .: — 
the four villages of 
Modhow, Jumma, 
Kutta, etc., held by 
Shreeputrao Narrayen 
employed in the Paza 
establishment 

Mouza Jijka and Mouza 
Gooradoo held by the 
Nawab of Cambay 

The villages of Pargana 
Vijapoor viz. : — Mouza 
Kuda held by Kuma- 
baee 

Mouza Oodaoe held by 
Silladar Shooram Bul- 
want 

The following amounts 
assigned from the be- 
ginning of Sunnut 
Tissa-wu-Myatem or 
Sumbut 1865, viz. : — 

Rungar Ghaut 

i 

Doomalla (Alienated) vil- • 
lages, viz : — the balaneo ! 
of the revenue of 
Mouza Setra, Pargana 
Mattur, held by Su- j 
bhanji Poll Pazedar j 
after deducting Rs. 5^0 
on account of the jai- i 
dad assigned for the j 
fort of Ivaira . . ! 

t 

The villages of Pargana 
Mod hen (Mahuda) viz. : 
The two villages held 
by Subhanji Poll on 
account of the Paza in 
his charge, viz. : — 

Mouza Gogruj 

Mouza Summadren 

Mouza Bhoomal held by 
Essrobaee Guikwar 

Mouza Piplug held by 
Gujrabaee Guikwar 


Rs. a. p. 


8,100 0 0 


1,150 0 0 


4,401 0 0 


2,301 0 0 


3,750 0 0 


950 0 0 


2.500 0 0 

1.500 0 0 


4,200 0 


3,666 15 0 | 

1,76,168 15 0*. *See paragraph 

■’ 102 . 


Total 






Year. 

and 

reference. 


Cession. 


Amount. 


Remarks. 


1817. Schedule B, Districts composing the 


page 77, Aitchi- 
son’s Vol.YIII. 


1817. Schedule C, 
page 78, Aitchi- 
son’s Yol. VIII. 


perpetual farm of Ah- 
medabad ceded and ac- 
cepted at net Rs. 
12,61,969—2—50 sub- 
ject to all the condi- 
tions of the farm : — 
Half of the city of Ah- 
medabad 
Peishwa’s Daskroi 
Pargana Viramgam 
Prantij 

Peishwa’s share in Hur* 
sol and Modassa, Panch 
Mahals as follows — 

Mehmedabad 
Alleena, or otherwise 
Thamna. 

Thasra . . . | 

Untrollee . 

Balasinor and Virpur 
Half the town and par- 
gana of Petlad 

Territories exchanged for 
Vijapur and Tuppa of 
Kurree valued at Rs. 
1,66,647 — J — 0 : — 
Cupper bund 
Bhaliz 
Kurrode 

3 villages of Subhanji 
Pole, viz . : — Sundanah 
of Petlad Pargana, 
Untrolee of Mattur 
Pargana and Wasna of 
Monde Pargana 

Kummerge village of 
Ahmedabad Daskroi 
Pargana . 


► 12,61,969 2 50 See paragraph 
104. 


52,600 0 0 

40.000 0 0 

60.000 0 0 


9,047 1 0 


Total . . 1,66,647 1 0 This is not a 

fresh cession 
but an exchange 
See paragraphs 
103 and 104 and 
Appendix No. 


Total former value of Baroda cessions for protection =Rs. 11,70,000 

+Rs. 12,61,969 

Rs. 24,31,969 
or Rs. 24,32,000 roundly. 
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APPENDIX No. V. 

(See paragraph 104.) 

Schedule C. 

r Or statement of Districts, with the Revenues of each, ex- "I 
Dr. ■<! changed with the Guikwar Government, including i 

f ha eve h n n «« 4V. ^ T> l r ITT . . ® V 


To Vijapore and Tuppa 
Summow of Kurreo . 
Dubhoy 
Dhaddepore 
Sowlee 

Mogullae, dues of the 
Surat Atfcaveesseo 
The amount of Kella- 
daree Baubut be col- 
lected by the Kaira 
Collector from tho 
jaghiro villages of 
Sundannah, Untrolee 
and Wasna, of Sub- 
hongee Pole, which 
was not deducted 
from tho amount at 
which those villages 
were ceded to the 
Honourable Com- 
pany 

The amount of Syud 
Poora village ceded 
by the Guikwar Gov- 
ernment, with the 
Duscoorai 

Proportion of tho in- 
crease of Rs. 20,000 
on Rs. 56,000 of Dus- 
coorae as explained by 
the 17th paragraph 
of letter of the 15th 
June 1818 

The amount of Dhur- 
madao Lungur, being 
charities of the Ah- 
medabad Duscoorae. 

Kusba, town of Petlaud 
and Sayer of tho Dis- 
trict 


the exchange of the Pergunnah of Vijapore, as set f Cr ' 
forth in Article 6 of the Supplemental Treaty. j 

Rs: 


1,66,647 

2,07,918 

14,377 

75,333 

75,763 



By Cupperbund 
By Bhaliz 
Kurrode . 

3 villages of Subha n- 
gee Pole, viz., Sun- 
dannah, of Petlaud 
Pergunnah, Untro- 
lee, of Mattur Per- 
gunnah and Wasna 
of Monde Pergun- 
nah 

Kummege village of 
Ahmcdabad, Dus* 
eoorae Pergunnah . 


Rs. a. p. 
52,600 0 0 

40.000 0 0 

60.000 0 0 


9,047 1 0 


5,000 0 0 


1,652 0 0 


1,800 0 0 


City of Ahmedabad . 

Pergunnah Ahmeda- 
bnd, Duscoorae, and 
Hava lie© 

Turkesur and Mota 
Cusba of Surat Ata- 
veossee 

Ded uct therefrom 
Mogullae 


1,66,647 1 0 
1,65,313 3 7 


1,86,000 0 0 


29,641 0 0 
1,007 0 0 


642 0 0 


1,824 0 81 


32,890 2 31 


28,634 0 0 


Balance to be made up 
to the Guikwar by 
the transfer of a vil- 
lage in Petlaud, the 
Surat Attaveessee . 


5,78,848 0 89 


2,117 1 69 


5,80,965 2 58 


Is settled in favour of 
the Honoura bio 

Company for 

Mogullae of Mota 
Cusba, of Surat At- 
taveessee 


27,996 2 51 


1,007 0 0 


Cusba town of Omrul. 34,001 0 0 


5,80,965 2 58 


•J. R. CARNAC, 
Resident at Baroda. 
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APPENDIX No. VI. 

(See paragraph 117.) 

List of Villages included in the original Jagir of Kaira, as supplied by 

the Baroda Darbar. 


Name. 

British Taluka in which it i i 
now situated. 

X Alindara . 

* 

• 




Matar. 

2 Ambasaran 


. 




Mahudha. 

3 Andhoj 


• 




Do. 

4 Antroli 


. 




Matar. 

5. Baora 

. 

• 

. 



Do. 

6 Damri 


. 




Do. 

7 Dantali 


. 




Daskroi Sarkarbbag. 

8 , Dedarda . 


. 




Matar. 

9 Dengao 


• 




Do. 

10 Denthale . 


* 




Do. 

11 Eyav 






Do. 

12 Haryali 


• 



• 

Dholka. 

13 Kajipur . 


• 




Matar. 

14 Katabpur 


• 




Mehmedabad. 

15 Katod 


. 




Matar. 

16 Khedkilla 


. 




Do. 

17 Khumanwad 


• 


♦ 


Do. 

18 Malataj 


• 




Bahiyal. 

19 Purakhadiyala 


* 




Matar. 

20 Badhvanaj 


• 



• 

Do, 

21 Ratanpur 


• 




Do. 

22 Sadre 


• 




Bahiyal. 

23 Setra 


• 




Matar. 

24 Sokde 


a 


• 


Bahiyal. 

25 Utai 


• 




Matar. 

26 Vanasa 


• 




Do. 

27 Vasana 


•> r 


• 


Mahudha. 

28 Vavdi 


a 


• 


Matar. 

29 Zarola 


• 

- 

- 
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APPENDIX No. VII. 

{See Paragraph 116 ,) 

Past I. 

<a) Extract of a letter from the Resident at Baroda, to the Chief 
Secretary to the Government of Bombay, dated the 13th of Mat 
1808. 


# * * * # * 

“Another instance occurs in the pergupnah „of Naryad, where the 
village of Rundnage, although actually in the local boundaries of 
that pergunnah, is yet a part of the killedary of Kaira. This village 
was ceded to the Honourable Company in the sanad of cession for 
the inam of Kaira, and when the pargana itself was ceded to the 
Honourable Company, this village was one of the Doomallagaums, and 
deducted from the jama for which the Guicwar Government was to 
cede an equivalent. 

“Had the Guicwar Government retained Kaira and ceded Naryad 
only the above village of Rundnage would still have belonged to the 
Guicwar. 

“Numerous other instances of separate and independent rights 
existing within each others jurisdiction are known in Guzrat the three 
villages of Sokra, Sadra and Mullotuz for instance, which have now 
wholly reverted to the Honourable Company, were formerly subject 
to two authorities. They paid Jama to Ahmedabad within the local 
limits of which they are situated, they also paid Killedary to Kaira”. 


Part II. 

Letter from Annund Rao Guicwar, to Major Walker, dated 26th 

June 1808. 

“As the Doomalla villages which were under the Pergunna ceded 
in payment of troops to the Hon’ble Company were managed 
separately, the following arrangement has been made for the continu- 
ance of the Dewusthan and other grants from the year 1808-09 : — 

Dholka Pergunna. 

Rajpoora assigned to Shree Chundeshwar Mahdeo. 

Arnuj assigned to Bhool Bowanee. 

Naka Hungola to the fort of Kaira (the Hon’ble Company). 
Angra to the fort of Kaira (the Hon’ble Company). 

Kaira and Dadurda to the fort of Kaira (the Hobble Company). 
Rundwnej to the fort of Kaira (the Hon’ble Company.) 

Kolwar to Narayen Josee Nardeepoor. 

Mewar to Dherujram Josee. 

Muhooda Pergunna. 

Shastapoor to the Jasoos. 

Mehmoodpoor to Untal Josee . 4 
Kunierry to Shree Runchorjee of Dakore. 

These twelve villages should be continued to those to whom they 
have been given”. 



m 

Part III 


Extract from a letter from the Resident of Baroda, dated the 1st of 
May 1803, to the Governor of Bombay. 

****** 

, I have the honour to inform you that as the Guicawar Government 
have nearly effected a settlement with the Mowassy tribes who were 
lately in arms in favour of Canoojee, the troops under Major Holmes 
and Seetaram have received orders to march to Kaira, in order to put 
that fort into the possession of the Company according to the grant 
of Cession: — The enclosed copy of a letter to the Commanding Officer 
and the translation of the official minute of this Government will 
explain to you Jlon'ble Sir, the measures that are under prosecution 
for effectually securing this object. 

Captain Williams will leave this on his mission tomorrow, and 
carries with him the Sunnud and the letters* from the Rajah Annund 
Row directing the killedar to deliver over charge to the English officer. 
I have also written to the killedar on this occasion and prevailed # on 
his friends at this place to interpose their advice that he should yield 
a ready obedience to the present orders. 

I have not yet obtained an exact statement of the Revenue of 
Kaira but including the Nuzerannah and Jaghirs it will be about 
half a lac of rupees per annum * * * * # I shall 

hereafter have the honour to report the success of these measures 

* * * 


Part IV. 

“Translation of a, memorandum, from the Cuicowar Sircar to 
prepare the undermentioned documents in the following manner. 

1st. A sunnad to Suhhanji Foie Killedar or Commanding Officer of 
the Fort of Kaira directing — “That as this Fort with the villages of 
its Jahangeer , have been given in Enam . ( free gift ) to the Honourable 
Company Behader , when this sunnad is presented to you you will 
immediately deliver over charge of Kaira with its Jahageer to Major 
Holmes , by the medium of Seettarani Chimnajec SeaTcaness and obtain 
a receipt called Knbuz for the same and send it here.” 

* * * * * * * 


5th. A sunnad or letter to be prepared in the name of the Honour- 
able Company to this effect— “that the Company having held in view 
the interest of our Sircar and performed many signal services for . us, 
therefore the Fort of Kaira and the villages of its Jahageer are given 
to the Company in Enam. The Honourable Company will enjoy them 
xnd continue its friendship towards us, and may this last from one 
generation to another.— The yearly nuzeranah of the same fort * is 
given up to the Honourable Company. Five documents including 
suwmds and letters as above to be prepared . Dated* Baroda , 10th 
Mohurum or 2nd May 1808.” 

•See Part IV of this appendix. 


F 
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APPENDIX No. VIII. 

(See paragraphs 117—119 .) 

As explained in paragraph 118 we have proposed to deal with the 
Kaira Jagir by taking Rs. 42,000 as representing the original value of 
the Jagir. It would, of course, be incorrect to make an arbitrary 
deduction of Rs. 42,000 as the value of the Jagir would not be the same 
now as it was in 1803 when it was given in Inam to the British. We 
have accordingly decided to make a proportionate deduction from the 
value of the ceded territories based on the proportion of the Kaira 
Inam revenue in the old days. 

In working out the fraction we have taken the entire past revenue 
of the ceded territories omitting tributes and other non-territorial 
assignments. } 

The following are the territories and their values which we have 
taken into account: — 

(I) Territorial cessions of 1805 (excluding Vijapur and Tappa of 
Kurree which were subsequently exchanged for territory taken into 
account under IV below)— the values are those given at page 146 
of Wallace’s "Guicowar and his relations with the British Govern- 
ment” as being the value in 1807. 


Dholka 

Nariad 

Matar 

Mahuda 


Rs. 

4,13,660 

1,82,100 

1,34,000 

1,16,313 


Total 8,45,073 


(II) Additional territorial cessions of 1808 ( vide pages 146 and 147 
Wallace’s “Guicowar and his relations with the British Government” 
and pages 69 to 71 of Aitchison’s Treaties Vol. VIII.) 

Rs. 

Total value, excluding Bhavnagar tribute, Rungar 
Ghaut, and two villages of Vijapur which were 
subsequently exchanged with Vijapur for terri. 
tory taken into account under IV below . . 91,217 

(III) Cessions of 1817 , i.e., the farm of Ahmedabad (p. 77 of Aitchi- 
son’s Treaties, Vol. VIII). 


Rs. 


Gross value (t.e. including rental of Rs. 4,50,000 c./. 

paragraph 140) . 17,12,000 roundly 

Less the value of Balasinor tribute .... 10,000 roundly 

Balance . . . 17,02,000 



179 

(IV) Additions to and alterations in the cessions in 1818 ( vide p. 78, 
Aitchison’s Treaties, Vol. VIII). 


Cuperbund (Kapadvanj) 


• • 

Rs, 

52,600 

Bhalej ...... 


• • 

40,000 

Kurrode (Kadod) .... 


• • 

60,000 

Three villages of Subhanji Pol 


• • 

9,047 

Eummege (Kunnij) . . • 


• • 

5,000 

Omrul (Umreth) .... 



34,000 

Killadari babut of Untroli and Wasna* 



1,652 

Total 



2,02,299 

Deduct — Petlad town already included under (III) and 
exchanged for Umreth vide (IV) • • • 

32,890 

Balance 

• 

• • 

1,69,409 


N. B . — The other transactions in Schedule C on page 78, Aitchison’s Treaties , 
Vol. VIII, did not affect the value of the ceded territories. 

* This is added as it was part of the Kaira Jagir. 

Rs. 


(V) Kaira jagir given in inam in 1803 • • • 42,000 

Total of above territories: — 

(I) 8,45,073 

(II) 91,217 

(III) 17,02,000 

(IV) 1,69,409 

(V) 42,000 

Total . . . 28,49,699 


Rs. 28*50 lakhs roundly. 

The ratio of the value of the Kaira Jagir to that of the territories 

42,000 

taken into account is therefore, 28,60,000 or 14,7 P er cent * We 
have therefore deducted T47 per cent, of the present value of the terri- 
torial cessions as representing the value of the Tnam of Kaira. 


m * 
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APPENDIX No. IX. 

(See paragraph 120.) 


Tentative list of the Daskroi villages in Gaekwar’s custody at the time 
of the cession, furnished by the Baroda Darbar tc tbe Committee. 


Serial 

No. 

Name of villages as appear* 
ing in Baroda ’s 
records. 

1 

j British taluka in whie} 
is now 
situated. 

it 

No. in 
Fawcett’s 
list. 

1 

Acher 


• 

North Daskroi 



121 

o 

Ada la j 



Do. 



122 

3 

Ahmedabad (half) 


• 

Do. 



Not numbered. 

4 

Ajabibichi Kotdi 


• 

Not traceable 



123 

5 

Amiapur 


• 

North Daskroi 



124 

6 

Asarva . 


• 

Do. 



125 

7 

Aslali 


. 

South Daskroi 



40 (J) 

8 

Aspur 


• 

Not traceable 



1 

9 

Badodra 


. 

South Daskroi 



5(J) 

10 

Bag Fardos 



North Daskroi 



2 

11 

Barejadi 


• 

South Daskroi 



3 (J) 

12 

Bhadej . 


. 

North Daskroi 



8 

13 

Bhat 


. 

Do. 



9 

14 

Bhuvaldi 


. 

South Daskroi 



10 

15 

Bi bipur . 


. 

Do. 



6 

16 

Chandalodia 


. ; 

North Daskroi 



11 

17 

Chandial 



South Daskroi 



13 

18 

Changispur 


. 

North Daskroi 



21 

19 

Chhedavad 

. 

. 

Do. 



19 

20 

Chhoti Daskroi (half) 


Do. 



20 

21 

Chitrasar 

. 

• 

Not traceable 



7(J} 

22 

Dantali (half) . 

. 


North Daskroi 



23 

23 

Dholakuva 

. 


Do. 



22 

24 

Enasan . 

. 

. 

Do. 



26 

25 

Fattepur 

• 

• 

Do. 



29 

26 

Fattewadi 

• 

. I 

South Daskroi 



30 

27 

Gfttrad • 

• 

1 

• 1 

Do. 



. 7 
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Serial 

No. 

Name of villages fts appear- 
ing in Baroda’s 
records. 

British taluka in which it 
is now 
situated. 

No. in 
Fawcett’s 
list. 

28 

Hansol . 

• 

Nofth Daskroi 



38 

29 

Harniyaw 

• 

South Daskroi 

• 


16 (J) 

30 

Hathijan 

• 

Do. 



IT (J) 

31 

Ijatalabad 

• 

Do. 

• 


12 (J) 

32 

Indroda . 

* 

North Daskroi 

• 


25 

33 

Jetalpur . 


South Daskroi 



18 (J) 

31 

Kali (nake) 

• 

North Daskroi 



49 

35 

Kamod . 


South Daskroi 



21 (J) 

36 

Kanabha 

• 

Do. 



57 

37 

Kanij 

• 

Mohmedabad 



22 (J) 

38 

Kathawada 

• 

Matar . 



23 (J) 

39 

Khambodra 

• 

South Daskroi 



Not mentioned. 

40 

Khandi Jagatpur 

• 

North Daskroi 



46 

41 

Khoranj 

• 

Do. 


• 

51 

42 

Kocharab 

* 

Do. 


♦ 

53 

43 

Koteshwar 

* 

Do. 


• 

30 

44 

Kubadthal 


South Daskroi 



54 

45 

Kuha 

. 

Do. 



55 

46 

Lobha (Lombha) 

• * ! 

Do. 



25 (J) 

47 

Mahij 

• 

Mohmedabad 



28 (J) 

48 

Mahommadpur 

• 

South Daskroi 



69 

49 

Medra 

. 

North Daskroi 



66 

50 

Motas 

• 

Do. 

• 

• 

Not mentioned. 

51 

Mitera . 

• 

Do. 

• 

• 

72 

52 

Multanpura 

• 

Not traceable 



i 7 » 

! 

53 

Nadiret (half) . 

< 

Do. 



1 

54 

Nalol 

• 

South Daskroi 



1 

82 

55 

Od 

• 

Do. 

• 

| 

36 (J) 

56 

Pardhol • 

• 

North Daskroi 

• 

. 1 

92 

57 

Pasunj 

• 

South Daskroi 

• 


93 

68 

Pimplo'i 

. 

Do. 

• 

• 

90 
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Serial 

No. 

Name of villages as appear- 
ing in Baroda’s 
records. 

British taluka in which it 
is now 
situated. 

No. in 
Fawcett’s 
list. 

59 

Raipur .... 

* 

North Daskroi 

• 


94 

60 

Raisan .... 

Do. 

• 


95 

61 

Rakhial (Budruk) (half) . 

Do. 



100 

62 

Rakhial (Khurd) (half) 

Do. 



101 

63 

Ramol .... 

South Daskroi 



98 

64 

Rohisa .... 

Mehmedabad 



40 (J) 

65 

Sahijpur .... 

South Daskroi 



116 

66 

Sami pur .... 

Not traceable 



115 

67 

Sanathal 

North Daskroi 

• 


113 

63 

Sankhej .... 

Mehmedabad 

• 


Not mentioned. 

69 

Sarkhej .... 

North Daskroi 

• 


114 

70 

Sarsavni .... 

Mehmedabad 



Not mentioned^ 

71 

Sarsa 

Do. 



42 (J) 

72 

Shabaspur 

North Daskroi 



105 

73 

Shahawadi 

South Daskroi 



106 

74 

Sola .... 

North Daskroi 



112 

75 

Sondal (Khamdol) . 

South Daskroi 



111 

76 

Sughad .... 

North Daskroi 

• 

• 

Not mentioned. 

77 

Tajpur .... 

Sanand 

• 

• 

45 (J) 

78 

Tarapoor * 

North Daskroi 

• 

% 

118 

79 

Undrel .... 

South Daskroi 



36 (J) 

80 

Usmanpur 

North Daskroi 


• 

Not mentioned. 

81 

Vadaj .... 

Do. 

• 


129 

82 

Vasna .... 

Do. 

• 

• 

134 

83 

Vastrapur • . . 

Do. 

• 

• 

133 

84 

Vatuva .... 

South Daskroi 

• 


5 

85 

Vinzol .... 

Do. 

• 


126 

86 

Visalpur • • 

Do. 

• 

• 

47 (J) 

87 

Wanjhal .... 

Do. 

• 


132 

88 

Zundol .... 

North Daskroi 


• ^ 

44 
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APPENDIX No. IX— (com**). 

List of villages from the location list which appear primd facie to have 
belonged to the Gaekwad’s Daakroi. 


Serial 

No. 

! 

Names of villages according 
to the Census 
list. 

Taluka. 

No. in 
Fawcett’s 

Ust. 

1 

Lakhmipur 

1 

South Daskroi . , . 

Not mentioned. 

2 

Jamiatpur 

Nortli Daskroi 

Do. 

3 

Okaf .... 

Do. 

86 
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APPENDIX No. lX—(condd). 

New villages in North and Sooth Daskroi talokas and facts for determin- 
ing whether they have sprung up in Peishwa’s or Gaekwar’s Daskroi. 


Village. 

Taluka. 

Surrounding villages. 

Inference whether 
the village in 

Col. 2 formed 
part of Peishwa’s 
or Gaekwar’s 
Daskroi. 


South Daskroi. 


1. Lakhmipur • 

South Daskroi . ^ Lambha (G) . 

j Watuva (G). 

Kamord (G). 

j Hathijan (G). 

North Daskroi. 

Gaekwar. 

1. Bodekdev . 

North Daskroi . j 

Wastrapur (G) 

Mehemnagar (P) 

Thalthej (P) 

! 

Ghatlodia (P) 

Poishwa. 

i 

2. Chenpur 

! 

Do. 

1 

Gota (P) 

Tragad (P) i 

Jagatpur (G) 

Motera (G) 

! 

: 

3. Jamiatpur • 

Do. • 

Adalaj (G) . . 

Dantali (G. P.) 

Tarapur (G). 

Per (P) 

Gaekwar. 

i, Limbadia 

Do. 

Karhi (P) 

Chilora (P) 

Sugbad (G) 

Modra (G) , 


5. Oka! . 

Do. 

Not traceable in map. 

• • 

6. Sherkotada . 

Do. 

1 

Bakhial (P) 

Ah me da bad (G. P.) 
Odhav (P). 

Peiskwa. 

7. ITuspura 

Do. 

Kotarpur (P) 

Narora (P) 
Hansol(G). 

Peishwa. 



APPENDIX No. X. 


(See paragraph 125.) 

Note by Baroda Darbar regarding Napad Tappa. 

Three lists of the villages of this tappa have to be considered. The 
one of 1803 from the Bombay Secretariat gives the names of only 
13 villages and seems to be incomplete. The second list which has 
been furnished by the Commissioner, Central Division, contains the 
names of 18 villages. This list is prepared by him from the names 
found in the account of Cambay for 1752, and the account for Petlad 

for 1815 (please see the Commissioner’s letter No. A. D. M. 0/121, 

dated the 16th May 1931, to the Collector of Kaira). Th names from 
the Cambay account are doubtless of the villages of Napad. But the 
same cannot be said of the names in the Petlad account. Petlad 
belonged to the Peishwa till 1815 while Napad was with the East Com- 
pany having been ceded in 1802. No Napad villages are, therefore, 
likely to be found in the account of Petlad for 1815. Of the 10 villages 
taken from that account, all except the first two are villages of the 
Peshwa’s Petlad Pargana and this fact is corroborated by the 
accounts of that Pargana on the Baroda records. The third list 
appears to be the most authentic. It is really the Account for 1803- 
04 — the year immediately following the cession — furnished by Col. 
Walker to the Government of Bombay. The Government of Bombay 
feel doubtful about the accuracy of this list. Their reason is that 

"Napad’s Wanta under Girassia” — entry No. 14 in the list — could 

not have been a separate village. The entry can, however, be satis- 
factorily explained. The origin of the wanta tenure has been describ- 
ed by Col. Walker himself at page 59 of Bombay Government Selec- 
tion No. XXXTX (Old Series). A wanta is the share of an original 
village retained by the ancient proprietor, and in Gujerat where a 
wanta was of a sufficient size it was often treated as a separate vil- 
lage. Napad wanta is actually a separate village in Anand now, and 
we may assume that it was so in Col. Walker’s time. 


In his report dated 18th June 1804, Col. Walker says that the Napad 
tappa consisted of 20 villages, while this list gives the names of 19. 
The explanation for the difference seems to be this. Col. Walker has 
treated the Kanakpura hamlet of Dehwan as a separate village. If 
this is included under Dehwan, the number would be 18. And if we 
add to this number the two subordinate but separate villages of the 
Umetha estate ( i.e ., Sankhiad and Kothiakhad which still exist 
separately, which Col. Walker has not shown separately) we get 20, 
the exact number given by Col. Walker. 


A list of the villages of the Napad tappa prepared from the 
accounts available on the Baroda records is enclosed. The names of 
villages given in it tally with those in Col. Walker’s account for 
1803-04. 


Col. Walker’s list may, therefore, be accepted as correct. From the 
lists of new villages in the Kaira district prepared by the Baroda Gov- 
ernment it appears that no new villages have sprung up in the vici- 
nity of villages of Napad as given in Col. Walker’s list. 
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APPENDIX No. X — concld. 


Name. 

British Taluka in which it is 
now situated. 

1. Alarasa . 





Borsad. 

2. Amiyad . 





Do. 

3. Ambali 





Do. 

4. Dehwan . 





Do. 

5. Demai 





Do. 

6. Gajana . 





Do. 

7. Isnav 





Do. 

8. Khandali 





Anand. 

0. Khadasa . 





Borsad 

10. Lahol (Lawal) . 





Matar. 

11. Naman . 





Borsad. 

12. Napad 





Anand. 

13. Napad- Wanta . 





Do. 

14. Navli 





Do. 

15. Porada . 




• | 

Borsad. 

10. Salol 




i 

. 1 

Do. 

17. Umlav 





Do. 

18. Umetha 



• 

• 

Do. 


Note . — Colonel Walker in his report dated 18th June 1804 says tho Nim 
tappa consisted of 20 villages. The remaining two villages probabl.v 
Sankhiad and Kothiakhad whicn were subordinate villages to Umetha and "*ei 
ceded to the British in 1802 A. D. by the Peishwa. 
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APPENDIX No. XL 

( See paragraph 125.) 

Note the Resident at Baroda, dated the 18th Auaus* i931. 

Napad Tappa. 

Bapoo Myral’s letter to Major Walker, dated December, 1803 (copy 
enclosed — III) states inter alia that — 

“Formerly the Pergunnah of Petlad consisted of 242 villages, 42 of 
which in the time of the Mogul Empire, were transferred to Cambay/ 1 

“In St. 1799 (A.D. 1742) the Nawab (of Cambay) gave “the tuppa 
of Napaar” to Ruiko Punt from which time it was managed by the 
Ganeem.” 

In 1752 when news reached Gujerat of the division of the pro- 
vince between the Peishwa and the Gaekwar, Mominkhan, the Nawab 
of Cambay, who was always quarrelling with the Gaekwar’s agent 
begged the Peishwa to include Cambay in his share. The Peishwa 
agreed. [Bombay Gazetteer Cambay, Vol. VI, p. 225.] 

The list of villages in the Pergunnah of Cambay for 1753 forth- 
coming from the Peishwa’s records shows that the Nawab then had 
the following villages in his possession: — 

1. Napad. 

2. Navli. 

3. Alarsa. 

4. Dewai. 

5. Khedase. 

6. Naman. 

7. Ambli. 

8. Amiayad. 

The Peishwa ceded the tuppa of Napau along with Cambay chouth 
to the British Government on the 31st December 1802 (Treaty of 
Bassein), and Major Walker appointed a earcoon to superintend the 
management of collections of Napad and the chouth of Cambay ( vide 
Major Walker’s letter, dated 4th December 1803 — copy enclosed— I). 
[Ait. Treaties, Vol. VI, p. 58.] 

From Bapoo Myral’s letter referred to above it will be seen that 
the Ghasdana demand on the 4 Mowassi villages of Napad, viz . , (1) 
Dehwan, (2) Salol, (3) Gazna, and (4) Oometta, were made by the 
agent of the Peishwa’s Government in Petlad and the jumabundy 
demand by his agent in Napad district. 

When the farm of Ahmedabad including the Peishwa’s share of 
the Petlad pargana was with the Gaekwar in 1803-04, the Comavis- 
dar ot Jt'etlacl insisted on the Gaekwar’s right to collect Ghasdana 
from the 4 mowassi villages of Napad. Thereupon Major Walker, in 
his letter, dated 29th December 1803 (copy enclosed — II) suggested to 
the Government of Bombay “that an order may be obtained from the 
Peishwa directing those who exercise his rights in Gujerat to desist 
from requiring this tribute from any of the districts which His High- 
ness the Peishwa ceded in sovereignty to the Company”. 

In reply, the , Government of Bombay in their letter, dated 12th 
January 1804, informed Major Walker as follows: — 

“Government conclude that the collections from the Mowassy 
villages of the Peishwa’s late pergunnah of Napaar could only have 
proceeded from the want of force in His Highness’ collecting officer in 
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Napaar to coerce the Mowassles in question but as jsapaar has now 
been wholly ceded to the Company there can be no exception or re- 
servation of any thing within its local limits and the Gaekwar Govern- 
ment may in their capacity of Renters of His Highness’ remaining 
Revenues in that part of Gujerat adjust with him atccidingly”. 


In his letter, dated 24th August 1804 (copy enclosed— IV), Major 
Walker informed the Government of Bombay that on intimating to the 
Baroda Durbar the Company’s claim to the collection of Ghasdana 
from the Mowassi villages of Napad, they consented to relinquish it 
but that from the infractory and insubordinate character of the vil- 
lages from whence this duty was levied, he had been unable to derive 
any benefit from that concession. 

He further informed the Government of Bombay that thus circum- 
stanced he transferred the recovery of the Ghasdana of the Napad 
Tuppa, to the Nawab of Cambay and gave him a warrant for the pur- 
pose. The amount of Ghasdana was about Rs. 6,000. 

At p. 232, of the Bombay Gazetteer Cambay, Vol. VII, it is stated 
that “at the Nawab’ s request the Bombay Government agreed to 
farm the tribute of Cambay and Napaar for 4 years, the Nawab engag- 
ing to pay yearly a sum equal to the amount formerly paid to the 
Peishwa”. 

The farm of Cambay and Napad was given to the Nawab at 
Rs. 90,001 who also consented to keep a garrison of 20 Cavalry sepoys 
in the fort of Napad at the co^t of the Hon’ble Company. [Ait. 
Treaties, Vol. VII, p. 64.] 

Colonel Walker, in paragraph 67 of his report dated 13th Juno 
1804, stated that the ceded revenues of Napad and Cambay Chouth was 
Rs. 60,000 while the actual pimma (receipt) was Rs. 91,000. 

From the above it will be seen that the Ghasdana collections from 
the above 4 Mowassi villages, viz (1) Dehwan, (2) Salol, (3) Gazna, 
and (4) Umetta were made by the Nawab of Cambay and that as 
Napad was wholly ceded to the Company the Gaekwar Government 
in their capacity of Renters of the Peishwa’s remaining revenues in 
that part of Gujerat ( i.e ., the Peishwa’s jummabandy (revenue) col- 
lections in the Tuppa of Napad situated in his share of Petlad) were 
asked to adjust with the Peishwa. 

Thus the jummabandy collections from Rastce villages and Ghas- 
dana collections from the Mowassi villages other than those 4 men- 
tioned above as well as from those lands called Wanta in Napad are 
made by the Hon’ble Company from 1803. From 1808, 
i.e., after the expiry of the farm of Cambay and Napad, the Ghas- 
dana collections from the 4 above mentioned Mowassi villages are 
also made by the Company. 

In his report, dated 18th June 1804 (para. 20), Col. Walker states: 

"There are but 20 villages in the Tuppa of Napad of which 7 are 
inhabited by Mowassis. These Mowassi villages as well as those 
land s called Wanta are subject to a fixed tax or jumma under the 
name Ghasdana”. * 

After the acquisition of territories under the Treaty of Bassein 
Majot Walker was collecting certain information about the districts 
acquired for reporting to Government. He seems to have collected 
the above information about Napad. 
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The iist of villages of Napad prepared in »St. 1$58/1803 by OoL 
Walker shows 13 villages. They are as under: — 

(1) Cusba Napad. 

(2) Nawley. 

(3) Dehamee. 

(4) Alarsa. 

(5) Khedasa. 

(6) Ameyad. 

(7) Naman. 

(8) Ambley. 

(9) Amlaoo. 

(10) Poardah. 

(11) Khandely. 

(12) Lavoal. 

(13) Isnaam. 

In St. 1860, i.e A.D. 1803-01, ht prepared another list which give» 
the names of the following 6 additional villages: — 

(14) Napad’s wanta under Girassia. 

(15) Oometta. 

(16) Dehwan — Poodah. 

(17) Khanpoorah of Dusan. 

(18) Gazna, 

(19) Salol. 

The yadi of 1815 forthcoming in the Peishwa’s records gives the 
names of the following villages which were situated in the Peishwa’s 
Petlad pargana : — 

(1) Kusbah Napad (Talpad). 

(2) Napayacha Wanta. 

(3) Pamal. 

(4) Dedurda. 

(5) Sura Kuva. 

(6) Dhovikup (Dhobi Kuva). 

(7) Medhu. 

(8) Khandeli. 

(9) Singla. 

(10) Waskheli. 

The list of the villages of the Peishwa’s Petlad pargana forwarded 
by the Baroda Government with their letter No. R. T. C.-3/87-P., 
dated the 9th January 1931, also gives the names of ail the above vil- 
lages except No. 2 Napayacha wanta. 
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Fhe list of 1753 forthcoming in the Peishwa’s records contains the 
names of the following village*:— 

(1) Napad. 

(2) NavK. 

(3) Alarsa. 

(4) Dewai. 

(5) Khedasa 

(6) Naman. 

(7) Ambli. 

(8) Amiayad. 

Colonel Walker’s list of 1803 contains the names of all the above 
villages and 5 additional villages named below: — 

(9) Amlavoo. 

(10) Poerda. 

(11) Khandeli. 

(12) Laval. 

(13) Isnam. 

Col. Walker’s list of 1804 contains the names of all tne j,ho\e 13 
villages and 6 additional villages named below: — 

(14) Napad's wanta under Grassia. 

(15) Oometta. 

(16) Dehwan-poorah. 

(17) Khanpoorah. 

(18) Gaznal. 

(19) Saliole. 

In the 1804 list Col. Walker seems to have inserted the names 
of the 4 Mowassi villages which came to his notice in 1804. He also 
seems to have noticed the villages of Napad’s wanta and Khanpoorah 
and included them in his list of 1804. 

Khandi which appears in the yadi of 1815 and in the list forwarded 
by the Baroda Government with their letter No. It. T. C.-3/87-P., 
dated 9th January 1931, seems to have come to his notice in 1803 
when he prepared the list of 1803 soon after the acquisition of the 
territories from the Peishwa under the Treaty of Bassein. He does not 
seem to have noticed the other 9 villages of the Tuppa Napad situated 
in the Peishwa’s pergunnah of Petlad mentioned in the yadi of 1815. 
These villages may therefore be added to Col. Walker's list of 1804. 
The total will be 28. The revenues of these villages and Cambay 
tribute received by the Political Agent, Kaira, may be excluded from 
computation. 

My above view is confirmed by the Revision Survey Settlement 
Report of the Borsad Taluka [No. CCC-XXXVII of 1895], in which it 
is stated that this Taluka was united with Napad in 1864 and at the 
time of settlement contained 111 villages; of these 23 were transferred 
to the Anand Taluka in the same year. # 

There are still some villages of Napad in the Borsad Taluka. 
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Enclosure I to Appendix No. XI. 


From 

Major Alexander Walker, 

Revenue Department, 

Baroda. 


4th December 1803 

Mr. Grant, 

I request you will be pleased to acquaint the Hobble the Gov- 
ernor in Council, that I have appointed Sevram Dhandyrang to super- 
intend the management of the collections of Nappar and the Chowth 
of Cambay, with instructions to make a similar report on the state 
of the Company's concerns in those districts, as is required from the 
Karkoons deputed on the beginning of the year into the rest of our 
Pergunnahs. 

I dispatched this person on these services on the first instant and 
have allowed him 80 rupees per month until the pleasure of the Hon'bic 
the Governor in Council is known. 


Enclosure II to Appendix No. XI. 


From 


fTo 


Major Alexander Walker, 

Political Department, 
Baroda. 


James Augustus’ Grant, Esquire, 

Secretary to Government, Bombay. 

29th December 1803. 

I request that you will be pleased to lay the enclosed communica- 
tion from the Kamavisdar of Petlaud before the Hon'ble the Governor 
in Council. 

It relates to a demand of Ghans Dhana on the four Mowassy vil- 
lages of the Tuppa of Napaar which this person insists on his right to 
collect according to customs on account of the Paishwa's share Tn the 
Revenues of Guzerat. 

The demand of Ghans Dhana is exclusive of the Jummabundy of 
Napaar and the Guicowar agent has consented to submit the claim 
should the Hon'ble the Governor in Council approve of this refer- 
ence to His Highness the Paishwa being willing to relinquish it should 
he receive an order from the Poona Darbar for that purpose. 

The exaction of Ghans Dhana is in its nature particularly vexatious 
and oppressive and I beg leave to suggest that an order may be 
obtained from the Paishwa directing those who exercise his rights in 
Guzerat to desist from requiring this tribute from any of the districts 
which His Highness has ceded in sovereignty to the Company. 



Enclosure III to Appendix No. XL 

Translation of a letter from Bappoo Meyral to Major Walker without 
date received at the Residency Baroda, December 1803. 

^ You directed me to report the situation hitherto of the Mowaser 
villages Dehawan, etc., in Napaar. 

I have in consequence communicated with the Dessays and Mooj' 
umdar, as well as the oldest inhabitant of this place who inform as 
follows : — 

Formerly the Purgunnah of Petlaud consisted of 242 villages. 42 
villages of which in the time of the Mogul Empire were transferred to 
Cambay. 

1799 

In Saovut a. D 1742 fhe Nabob (of Cambay) gave the tuppa 
Napaar to Ruiko Punt from which time it was managed by the 
Caneem. 

1809 

Afterwards in Saovut a~D~ 1752 Peshwa’s and Gaikwar’s pos- 
sessions in Guzerat were determined whereby the tuppa of Napaar 
went to the Paishwa’s share. From that area the Ghansdana demands 
on the Mowassy villages of Napaar have been made by the agent of 
the Peishwa’s Government in Petlaud, while the Jummabundy has 
been made by the agent in Napaar district. These Ghansdana col- 
lections have regularly been included in the Paishwa’s funds of the 
farm of Petlaud Revenues as appears by the accompanying Memo- 
randum of their annual amounts. 

From Saovut 1809 to 1822 there is no account of these Ghansdana 
collection in the possession of the Moojumdar whose house was burnt in 
the latter year and the intermediate records consumed in the fire. 
The rest are all preserved by which you will see what is right In 
1835 and 1836 a confusion of the army and in 1807 a famine prevented 
the collections of Ghansdana. 

Some seasons elapse without exacting the Ghansdana \m it js 
enforced on the following or when opportunity offers. 
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MmorandvnrvfQhtt*I4M moneycbffkciedfrom four Mowassy villages of 
Napaar by the Agent of Goverment in Petlaud. 


Years of 
Saovut or 
Vikra Majig. 

Dehewan 

Saloal. 

Gunj&in. 

Oomittee. 

Remarks, 


Rs. 

Rs. 

Rs. 

Rs. 


From 1809 to 
1822. 

1823 . 

3,001 

3,001 


3,300 

There is no account 
for this space in 
the hands of the 
Moojumdar in 

consequence of jhis 
house haying been 
burnt. 

1824 . 

1,701 

300 

. . 

2,000 


1826 . 

3,700 

301 

201 

3,600 


1826 . 

. . 

. . 

, . 



1827 . 

1,601 

2,100 

2,100 

800 


1828 . 

1,400 

1,400 

1,062 

725 


1829 . 

1,200 

600 

500 

525 


1830 . 

800 

250 

601 

675 


P831 . 

, 2,100 

1,602 

1,001 

1,226 


1832 . 

1 


, , 

.. 


1833 . 

2,100 

1,000 

1,000 

1,226 


1834 . 

2,101 

1,601 

1,001 

1,226 


1835 . 

1836 . 



• * 

• • 

Nothing received in 
these two years 
from confusion. 

1837 . 

4,301 

1,500 

1,001 

10,001 


1838 . 

5,251 

2,111 

1,231 

9,501 


1839 . 


. . 

. . 

.. 


1840 . 

2,952 

2,111 

1,131 

4,501 


1841 . 

3,001 

2,201 

601 

3,301 


1842 . 

3,001 

2,201 

1,001 

3,300 


1843 . 

1,751 

1,200 

• • 

2,801 


1844 

1,552 

1,202 

• • 

2,001 



o 




194 


Years of 
Saovut or 
Vikra Majig. 

Dehewan. 

Saloal. 

„ .. i 

Gunjin. 

! 

Oomittee. 

Remarks. 


Rs. 

Rs. 

Rs. 

Rs. 


1845 . 

1,652 

1,201 

201 

2,001 


1840 . 

1,736 

. . 

.. 

2,001 


1847 . 





Nothing received 
owing to famine. 

1848 . 


222-2 

. • 

1,201 


1849 . 

. . 

. . 

. . 

476 


1850 . 

1,826 

363 

251 

1,152 


1851 . 


. . 

. . 

905 


1852 . 

905 

352 

201 

905 

[ 


1853 . 

i 

1,342 

576 

275 

905 


1854 . 

1,342 

570 

275 

905 


1855 . 

, 1,572 

729-2 

225 

1,255 


1856 . 

3,410 

1 1,010 

| 505 

3,505 


1857 . 

| 1,572 

719-3 351 

1,255 


1858 . 

! 2,175 

969-0-75 

313 

1,255 


1859 . 

2,175 

969-0-75 

313 

1,255 j 
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From 


Enclosure IV to Appendix No. XL 

’ i 


To 


Major Alexander Walker, 

Political Department, 
Baroda, 


James Augustus Grant, Esquire, 

Secretary to Government, 


Bombay. 

24th August 1804. 


I have delayed replying to your letter ot the 12th of January 
respecting the Ghans Dhanna of the Movass villages of Napaar 
until I should he able to report the result. 

2. On intimating to this Durbar the Company’s claim to that 
collection they consented to relinquish it, but from the refractory and 
insubordinate character of the villages from whence this duty is 
levied, I have been unable to derive any benefit from this conces- 
sion. 

3. Thus circumstanced I have transferred the recovery of the Ghans 
Dhanna of the Napaar Tuppa to the Nabob of Cambay, and given him 
a warrant for the purpose. The names of these Mawass villages are 
Dehwan, Ganxina Saload and Ometta. 

As they lie within the influence of the Nabob’s jurisdiction he pro- 
mised to effect the service without proceeding to improper extremi- 
ties. 

4. The amount of the Ghans Dhanna is uncertain, but it will pro- 
bably amount to 6,000 Rupees, and I recommend that it may be applied 
as far as the demand intends, to discharge the Katty paul of last 
year, which is a fee paid in certain proportions by all the Pergun- 
nahs situated between the Mahee and Sabermatty to the Nabob of 
Cambay, to protect those countries against the incursions ot the 
Kattees. The following taxes are paid from the company’s districts 
on this account — 


From Neryaud 
From Matter 
From Mondeh 


Rs. 

... 1,500 

... 1,500 
... 1,000 

4,000 


For this consideration the Nabob maintains chokees at a fixed 
number of stations and is in some measure responsible that the country 
shall not be disturbed by the people in question. In the absence of 
our Troops, and uncertain of the extent of the danger, 
it was necessary to continue the Katty paul last year; and as the 
former plea will probably exist this year, it will perhaps be prudent 
to preserve the same arrangement, but I have intimated to the 
Nabob, that he is not to receive this duty in future, unless the Hon- 
ourable the Governor in Council should be pleased on the ground of 
necessity to order it. 


G fl 
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APPENDIX No. XII. 

(See paragraph 130.) 

Statement shouting the villages and revenues of the Kadod Tappa for the 
year 1871 , i.e., 1815 A. D . as per village . 


Name of village. 





Revenue. 









Rs. a. 

P- 

1. Akoti 

• 






4,418 

8 

0 

2. Bamani -Bamhni . 

• 






1,117 

0 

0 

3. Bahama -Bhamaya 







2,462 

8 

0 

4. Bharampur 

• 






2,005 

8 

0 

5. Fadod Moti -Falod Budrukh 






2,948 

8 

0 

6. Haripura . 







2,993 

0 

0 

7. Isanpur 







1,175 

8 

0 

8. Junavani . 







470 

8 

0 

9. Kadod 







.. 



10. Kalasad-Lalasad 







997 

0 

O' 

11. Kanthali . 







1,436 

8 

0 

12. Khoj 







1,550 

8 

0 

13. Masad 







1,445 

0 

0 

14. Miyawadi . 







1,007 

0 

0 

16. Nasura 







1,027 

0 

0 

16. Orgav (Voragav) 







2,070 

8 

0 

17. Palasod 







3,444 

8 

0 

18. Panada 







1,335 

8 

0 

19. Paradi 







1,411 

0 

0 

20. Rajwada . 







918 

8 

0 

21. Rayem 







2,023 

0 

0 

22. Ruva 







739 

8 

0 

23. Sakari 







1,110 

0 

0 

24. Samathan 







4,397 

0 

0 

25. Singod 


. • 





3,700 

0 

0 

26. Urhhrel 







1,287 

8 

0 

27. Vagecha 




• 



1,614 

0 

0 

28. Wadhwania 

• 



. 



895 

8 

0 

29. Warad 

• 



• 



5,22? 

8 



Total 

. 

. 

, 

, 

. 

55,230 

0 
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APPENDIX No. XIII. 


( See paragraph 133.) 

Copy of a letter from the Resident at Baroda, dated the 13th May 
1808, to the Bombay Government. 

A considerable period has now elapsed since I was honoured witn 
your letter of the 11th June 1807 which has been occasioned from my 
having been unable to obtain from this Government any decisive 
answer to the claims, which the Hon’ble Company have brought for- 
ward to the collection from the Dyers at Rungar Ghat on the Tapti. 

2. The only arguments which this Government are able to bring 
-forward are founded, on this revenue for the last fifty years having 
formed a separate mahal, and been entered in the Furnavises books 
accordingly; and that the sunnund of cession really and bona Jtde 
extended to these rights only, which were strictly appertaining to the 
pergunnah distinctly considered. 

3. This argument is supported by several corresponding cases— 
such for instance as the cession of the customs of Kimkatodra, which 
formed a separate and distinct mahal belonging to the Guicowar, 
although the choky itself is situated within the pergunnah of Oolput 
belonging to the Peishwa. 

4. Another instance occurs in the pergunnah of Neryad, where the 
village of Rundnage— although actually in the local boundaries of that 
pergunnah, is yet a part of the killedary of Kaira. This village was 
ceded to the Hon’ble Company in the sunnund of cession for the en&m 
of Kaira, and when the pergunnah itself was ceded to the Hon’ble 
Company, this village was one of the Doomallagaums, and deducted 
from the jumma for which the Guicwar Government was to cede an 
equivalent. 

5. Had the Guicwar Government retained Kaira and ceded Naryad 
only the above village of Rundnage would still have belonged to the 
Guicwar. 

6. Numerous other instances of separate and independent rights 
existing within each others jurisdiction are known in Guzrat— the 
three villages of Sokra, Sadra and Mullotaz for instance, which have 
now wholly reverted to the Hobble Company, were formerly subject 
to two authorities. 


They paid jumma to Ahmedabad within the local limits of which 
they are situated, they also paid killedarry to Kaira. 


7. The Guicwar Government conceives therefore that in making the 
cession of Chowrassy to the Company's Government that they alien- 
ated only what was comprised under that denomination in the revenue 
books of the Government. It was not a separation made at the time 
for any particular purpose but of ancient standing and frequently 
placed under authority distinct from the local jurisdiction of the Per- 


gunnah. 

8. In proof of which they have produced a memorandum of the 
amount this Cheepa Ghaut duty severally yielded for the last 38 
years; and the means through which the settlements were made:— a 
translation of this memorandum I have the honour to enclose. This 
is an extract from the Furnavises office at Baroda, but the arrange- 
ment prevailed several years before in the time of Peelajee and 
Dumajee. 


9. These several observations I respectfully beg leave to submit fo 
the consideration of the Hon’ble the Governor in Council. 



Enclosubb befekbed to in Appendix No XI*. 

translation of a memorandum from the Guicwar Sirkar concerning Rungar Ghaut jumma, soor sun suniaun Meya Teyn 

wulluf. 
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APPENDIX No. XIV. 

( See paragraph IS 4.) 

I— First note by the Baroda Darbar regarding Kim-Katodra. 

The Special Committee wish to know the financial implications of 
the item known as the Kim-Katodra included in the schedule A of the 
Definitive Treaty of 1805. 

2. As explained in the enclosure to Minister’s letter No. R.TiC.-3/ 
87-P., dated the 16th February 1931, this was not a territorial cession 
but a cession of the land and sea customs and salt revenue of the area 
between the Tapti and the Narmada. Part of the rights then ceded 
has been retroceded to Baroda in exchange for rights of equivalent 
value possessed by the Gaekwar in certain British mahals, and the 
remaining rights are still enjoyed by the British Government. 

3. To answer the Committee’s query fully, it is necessary to give 
an account of the distribution of customs and fiscal revenues obtaining 
under the Maratna Governments in the region south of the Narmada 
in Gujerat and of the exchanges of rights by the British and Baroda 
Governments made in 1866 by which this state of things was modified. 

4. By the partition treaty of 1752- A. D. Damajirao Gaekwad made 
over half of the territory and rights which he had till then acquired 
in Gujerat to the third Peshwa Balaji Baji Rao. The object aimed 
at in effecting the partition was to secure an equal or an approximately 
equal division of revenue, and little regard was paid to any administra- 
tive or geographical convenience. This happened particularly in the 
tract known as the Surat Attavishi. The districts in this region were 
equally divided, but it happened that the Jakat or customs revenue 
of all the mahals south of the Tapti, excepting those of the Vyara 
group, whether belonging to tho Gaekwar or the Peshwa, were included 
in the share of the Peshwa, while the Jakat revenue of the mahals 
north of the Tapti and the parganas comprised in the Vyara circle 
south of the Tapti whether belonging to the Gaekwar or the Peshwa 
was retained by Damaji Rao as part of his share. 

5. The reason for this anomalous arrangement seems to have been 
that the whole tract of the Surat Attavishi was conquered by Damaji 
Rao from the Nawabs of Surat. Under them the whole region was, 
owing to its peculiar situation but more owing to the prevailing traffic 
routes, divided into three customs circles, viz:— 

I Mahals North of the Tapti, 

II Prant Surat, consisting of most of the mahals south of tho 
Tapti, and 

III Vyara circle consisting of the remaining mahals south of the 
Tapti including Bardoli and Valod. 

The first circle was known as Jakat of the circle of Kim-Katodra. It 
was so called from the name of the place where the headquarters of the 
Customs Collector used to be. It was otherwise known as the Jakat 
of Tapti Uttar Teer, that is the customs of the mahals north of the 
Tapti. This is the same item as is styled “Duties from the Panch 
Mahals beyond the Tapti” in the Partition Treaty which is printed 
as Appendix No. 1 in Vol. VIII of Aitchison’s Treaties. lAs the Treaty 
was entertd into at Navapura, “beyond” means North of the river. 

6. The same customs divisions were allowed to continue after the 
Partition. The total revenue from the Jakat of Surat Attavishi waa 
estimated in 1752 A. D. to amount to Rs. 1,00,000 (one lakh) of which 
Rs. 55,000 being the revenue of the second of th* above thr^e circles 
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was assigned to the Peshwa, and the revenue of the two remaining 

circles amounting to Rs. 45,000 (viz., Rs. 33,000 plus Rs. 12,000) was 
retained by Damaji Rao himself. 


Prom the accounts of Kim-Katodra extant on the State records 
it appears that that circle consisted of the following mahals: — 


Olpad. 

Ankleswar. 

Honsot. 


1 

Vasrai. 

Belonging to the 

Ghalha. 

Peshwa. 

V’ariav. 

Tadkeshwar. 


Belonging to the 
Gaekwar. 


A list showing the nakas under the above circles and a map showing 
the limits of the circles, are enclosed for ready reference. Tadkesh- 
war was ceded to the British Government in year 1817. 

7. By the 4th article of the Treaty of Bassein dated 1802, the 
Peshwa ceded to the British Government for the maintenance of a 
subsidiary force, all his territories and interests South of the Tapti 
including the customs of Prant Surat, the revenue from which had 
then arisen from Rs. 55,000 to Rs. 83,000. He also ceded all his 
mahals situated between the river Tapti and the river Narmada with 
the exception of Olpad. This latter mahal also became part of British 
territory in 1818, on the overthrow of the Peshwas. By these cessions, 
the British Government became entitled to derive customs revenue 
not only of a large portion of the territory south of the Tapti but also 
from the territories of the Baroda State south of the river excluding 
the places comprised in the customs circle of Vyara. In 1803 the Baroda 
Government ceded the Jakat of Kim-Katodra circle, viz., of the whole 
region between the Tapti and the Narmada whether subject to Baroda 
or to the Peshwa in part payment of the charges of the subsidiary 
force entertained by them. This cession was confirmed by the defini- 
tive Treaty of 1805 between the Baroda Government and East India 
Company. By it the British Government became entitled to levy 
Jakat in the Peshwa’ s and Gaek war’s mahals mentioned in paragraph 
6. As already stated the Peshwa’ s mahals except Olpad had come 
into their possession by cession in 1802 and they got Olpad in 1818. 
In the Vyara circle south of the Tapti including the talukas of Bardoli 
and Valod which had been ceded to the British Government by the 
Peshwa, the Gaekwar Government continued to levy custom® according 
to the terms of the Partition. By the exchange of territories ana 
rights effected by article 4 of the Treaty of 1817 with the Baroda 
Government that Government became entitled to the revenue of the 
Savar of the Petlad district. This item included the land customs 
levied in the taluka of Borsad (now Borsad and Anand in the Kaira 
district) which taluka formed part of the territories ceded to the 
British Government by article 3 of the above Treaty. The Baroda 
Government thus became entitled to levy Jakat in two more talukas 
(Borsad and Anand) belonging to the British Government, the othef 
two being Bardoli and Valod as stated above. 


This state of things continued up-to the year 1846. In that year, 
in pursuance of the provisions of A’ct I of 1838 the British Govern- 
ment abolished the land customs duties levied by them in the Baroda 
parcr&nas of Gandevi: Navsari, Teladi and Maroli, and at the nakas 
of Hathuran and Variav in Baroda territory north of the Tapti, which 
two nakas had been ceded to the British Government by the Gaekwaf 
in 1803 as part of the item of Kim-Katodra. Subsequently in 1866 the 
British Government transferred to this State all their nakas in the 
remaining Baroda parganas south of the Tapti, viz. : — The Parganas 
of Balesar, Timba, Mahuwa, and Kamrej together with Vasrai, Ghala, 
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and Variav (though this naka and the nfcka at Hathuran under Vaflrai 
were abolished by the British Government in 1846) from the Kim- 
Katodra portion ceded in 1803, in exchange for the Jakat nakas main- 
tained by His Highness’ Government in the British talukas of Borsad 
and Anand, and Bardoli and Valod. 

It may be mentioned in this connection that the nakas in the 
Navsari, Gandevi, Teladi and Maroli mahals in Baroda territory (ceded 
by the Peshwa to the British Government), though abolished in 1846, 
were included in the computation of the revenues proposed to be 
surrendered by the British Government in exchange for the revenues 
of the Baroda nakas in Borsad, Anand, Bardoli, and Valod, in order 
to cover the deficit in Baroda revenues. 

The result of this arrangement so far as the area between the Tapti 
and the Narmada is concerned has been to do away with the anomaly 
created by the partition of 1762 and the cession of 1803. The right 
to levy customs in the British mahals remains with the British Govern- 
ment and the right to levy customs in the mahals of the Baroda Govern- 
ment in the area has been transferred to that Government. The divi- 
sion of customs revenue is now territorial. In other words, of the 
customs rights ceded to the British authorities in 1803, only those over 
Olpad, Ankleshwar, Hansot and Tadkeshwar in this area are with 
those authorities at present. 

Accordingly, under the entry “Kim-Katodra” in the treaty the 
Baroda Government now claim credit for the customs and salt revenue 
including the right to manufacture and excise salt in the mahals of 
Olpad, and Ankleshwar including Hansot, and the Kasba of Tadkesh- 
war, and in Vasrai (including Hathuran), Ghala, and Variav also, as 
the Baroda Government got these circles back from the ceded portion 
of Kim-Katodra at the time of the exchange in consideration of their 
having ceded their rights in the British territory, i.e ., all the territory 
in the Bombay Presidency between the rivers Tapti and Narmada in 
Gujerat with the exception of a portion of the existing Mandvi taluka 
which was acquired by the British in 1839. 



List of natcas under the various circles in Kim-Katodra. 

( 1 ) Olpad. 

(1) Varchha (2) Paria (3) Sadhiar (4) Karamla (5) Masma (6) 
Jangirpura (7) Khadke (8) Gangeshwar (9) Venija. 

(2) and (S) Ankleshwar and Hansot . 

(1) Ankleshwar (2) Sajod (3) Pungaon (4) Bhadbhut (5) Sarangpur 
(6) Singpur (7) Samor (8) Mandwa Khurd (9) Mandwa Buzurg (10) 
Panoli (11) Pardi (12) Chhapra (13) Bavidra. 

(4) Tadkeshwar. 

(1) Tadkeshwar (2) Bhatkol. 

(5) VasraL 

(1) Vasrai (2) Hathuran (3) Koaamba (4) Dinod (5) Kosadi (6) 
Limda (7) Naroli (8) Ratola (9) Mandal (10) Hatboda. 

( 6 ) Ghala . 

(1) Ghala (2) Kathor (3) Lindiad. 

( 7 ) Variav. 


(1) Yariav. 
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APPENDIX No. XIV— (contfd.) 

II— Further note by the Baroda Darbar regarding Kim-Katodra. 

At the time of the cession of the Jakat rights in Kim-Katorda by 
the Baroda Government to the British authorities, they consisted of: — 

(i) land customs which included also duty on salt and the right 

to manufacture it, and 

(ii) sea customs. 

2. The question before the Committee is what compensation is to be 
given for what was ceded by the Baroda Government in 1803. The fact 
that the customs nakas at which the duties were levied have since been 
abolished cannot adversely affect this question, as compensation is 
claimed by the Baroda Government for value received by the British 
Government. 

3. With reference to “land customs” I would observe that the 
Baroda Government were levying land customs in their territory both 
before and after 1866, the year in which the exchange of rights of 
levying Jakat at certain places in their respective territories took place 
between the British and Baroda Governments. The Baroda Govern- 
ment's system of land customs was similar to that existing in British 
India before 1840. This system was reformed in 1879, but the duties 
were not abolished. The Baroda Government abolished the transit 
duties in 1887, and all other inland duties in 1909. But they have not 
given up their rights to levy these duties. In 1926 they had an occa- 
sion to revive the inland duties. Their right to do so was questioned 
by. the Resident at Baroda, but on the correct position having been 
pointed to him, he waived the objection. 

4. It follows from this that had the Baroda Government not ceded 
their right to levy land customs in Kim-Katodra by the treaty of 1805, 
they would have still retained it, and they would have been deriving 
at present a considerable revenue from this source. The benefit by way 
of development of trade, etc., resulting in an increase in revenues that 
the British Government derive at present from this right in Anklesh- 
war, Hansot, Olpad and Tadkeshwar is due to its cession by the Baroda 
Government for a specific purpose. “Credit” is, therefore, due to them 
for this item in the List of cessions they made for the maintenance of 
the subsidiary troops. 

5. The fact that the British Government do not derive any benefit 
from the Baroda portion of the Kim-Katodra circle cannot affect the 
total value of the cession (which was Rs. 50,000 in 1805 and which 
should be much more at present), because they have renounced these 
rights only in exchange of similar rights of the Baroda Government 
in another part of their territory of equal value. 

6. The Government of India may have • declined to reopen the gen- 
eral question about the Port and Salt rights of the Baroda Govern- 
ment. But the facts as given by the Baroda Government about the 
limits of Kim-Katodra and the customs and salt revenues enjoyed by 
them in it before the cession have been admitted as being beyond ques- 
tion. So far as the Committee are concerned they have to find out 
what these revenues were, and their finding should not be affected by 
the decision of the Government of India not to reopen the main 
question. 
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7. The fact that the British Government are not deriving revenues 
from this circle as they did at the time of the cession owing to the 
abolition of the nakas can have no bearing on the question of compen- 
sation, because the Baroda Government are not concerned with what 
the British Government did with their rights after the circle was 
ceded to them. The policy adopted in 1848 was to abolish all internal 
land customs and transit duties and to depend upon the sea customs 
only fon the purpose of roi'-Mdir.p tariffs. Land customs have in effect 
been replaced by sea <* - -Jakat under the Maratha Governments 

comprehended land customs, sea customs, transit duties, and salt 
revenues. It is the revenue from all these sources in the area covered 
by the Kim-Katodra circle that the Baroda Government had ceded to 
the British Government for defence. The British Government had 
then accepted the revenue as good revenue and had continued to levy 
it for years after the cession. The Committee will be good enough to 
give due weight to the fact that when the British Government ceased 
to derive this revenue as part of their policy with which, I repeat, the 
Baroda Government were not at all concerned, they did not ask the 
Baroda Government to reimburse them as they had done on a previous 
occasion when deficit was found in the revenues of the ceded areas. I 
request the Committee to keep out of their mind the distinction 
between territorial cession and cession of revenue only, as the revenue 
derived from both these kipds of cession was then considered by the 
British Government as the only important factor in calculating the 
amount received for the support of the subsidiary troops. 
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APPENDIX No. XV. 

( j See-paragraph 140 .) 

Statement showing the produce of the Ahmedabad Farm and the 
annual charges as exhibited in the sunnud of 1804 ( vide page XXXVII 
of Aitchison’s Treaties Vol. VIII) with the increase of Revenues, as 
stated in the Bombay Government letter to’the Supreme Government, 
dated 25th June 1817, together with the saving proposed to be made in 
the charges from the standard of the actual expenditure in the Sumvut 
1870/1813/14 when the Farm was under the Gaekwar Government. 

Rs. Rs. Rs. 

Produce of the Ahmedabad Farm 
as stated in the Sunnud, dated 

the 2nd October 1804 at . .. . . 18,29,901 0 0 

Deduct— 

Paishwa’s share of the Kattywar 

Tribute ceded to the Coy. . . . 3,29,560 0 0 

Charges as per sunnud of 1804 to 
which the recent sunnud refer 
for particulars viz . — 

“ Durrukdars, Carcoons, Dewus- 
thans, annual allowances, 
daily payments, Dhomally 
Mahals and Ganes Nemnook 
charges, Durbar charges etc., 

etc 3,68,599 3 44 - 

“ Allowances to the Mamlutdar 
Sebundy Mahal Muzcoor, 
charges, Khereez Mooshara, 
etc. half of which is stated 
by Government to be liberal 
allowance .... 4,52,629 3 75 

8,21,229 3 19 

11,50,789 3 lfr 

6,79,111 0 81 

“ Add increase of Revenues as 
stated by the Bombay Gov- 
ernment, viz . 

Petlaud farmed last year at . 5,50,000 0 0 


Petlaud yielded by the sunnud 

of 1804 .... 3,54,952 0 0 

1,95,048 0 0 

“ Panch Mahals farmed last year 

at 2,65,000 0 0 

Panch Mahals yielded by the 

Sunnud of 1804 . . 1,15,001 0 0 

— 1,49,999 

Viramgam farmed last year at . 1,42,000 0 0 

Viramgam yielded by the sun- 
nud of 1804 . . . 85,000 0 0 * 

, 57,000 0 0 

There are some other Pergunnahs 
in which similar differences as 
above exhibited exists estimat- 
ed at .. 1,00,000 0 0 

AT.J5.-The above does not in- 
clude the Ahmedabad increase of 
Revenue. 


5,02,047 


0 » 
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Add the following saving in the 
charges proposed to be made 
viz, The following charges in- 
cluded in the charitable allow- 
ances to the amount of Rs. 
3,68,599—3—44 viz . 

Durrukdars andcarcoonsas per 
sunnud of 1804 Rs. 34,909-2-0 
to be allowed as it was in 
1813-14 when the farm was 
under the Gaekwar Govern- 
ment • • • • 


Rs. Rs. [R*» 


17,640 2 0 


Saving . . •• 17,269 0 0 


17,269 0 011,81,158 0 81 

Dewusthans, annual allowance 
and daily payments per sun- 
nud 19,904 1 44 

To be allowed as it was in 1913- 

14 19,403 3 50 


500 1 94 


Dhoomally Gaums p/sunnud . 1,86,146 0 0 

To bo allowed as it was in 1813- 

11 1,80,879 0 0 


5,267 0 0 


Neemnuk charges p/sunnud to 
be disallowed as it was not 
incurrod by tlio Gaekwar in 
1813-14 . 

Darbar charges to be disallowed 
for the above reason . 

Maharoodree Ramchunder’R al- 
lowance in Doomally Gaum 
p/sunnud disallowed during 
the Gaekwar’s management. 


66,865 0 0 
20,000 0 0 


26,000 0 0 


Deduct city of Ahmedabad char- 
ges allowed as per sunnud . 

But it has increased in the 
assaiudare in Gaekwar mana- 
gement in 1813-14 


1,35,901 1 94 

14,775 0 0 

21,659 0 0 


Difference 


6,884 0 0 

1,29,017 1 94 
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Th© following charges saved in 
the Military Establishment 
and other charges included in 
the amount of Ks. 4,52,629- 
3-75 of which one half is stat- 
ed by Bombay Government 
to be a liberal allowance viz . — 

Sebundy-— in consequence of a 
Battalion of Native Infantry 
and two Regiments of native 
Cavalry to be subsidized Rs. 

2,78,770-0-0 so much of 2,78,770 0 0 

other charges of which no 

particulars can be traced 

either from the sunnud or 

the Gaekwar Records of the 

years in which they had the 

management of the Farm 

formerly, were not incurred 

during that time . . 1,23,023 3 76 

4,01,793 3 75 

6,30,811 1 69 


Deduct — -Rent of the Farm 


• • 


17,11,969 

4,60,000 

2 

0 

60 

0 

Net Balance • • 4 

• 

• • 

•• 

12,61,969 

2 

50 


Baroda 29th July 1817. 
Errors excepted. 

(Sd.) J. R. CARNAC, 

Resident. 



APPENDIX No. XVI. 

An account ol the history of Ahmedabad City. 

It appears that from its geographical position and nearness to the 
sea Ahmedabad has always been an important centre of trade with 
the whole of Central India, Malwa, etc. Ahmedabad was founded by 
Sultan Ahmad I, in 1411, on the site of a town named Asaval. In the 
tenth century Asaval was one of the chief places in Gujarat (A1 
Biruni), and during the time of the Hindu Kings, it was “a well- 
peopled, busy, trading, manufacturing and rich town”. Since 1411 
Ahmedabad has passed through five periods, two of greatness, twe 
of decay and one of revival. First under strong rulers came a hundred 
years (1411-1511) of growth and rising wealth; then sixty years (1512 
1572) of decline during the decay of the Gujarat dynasty; next 13f 
years (1572-1707) of renewed greatness under the early Moghal 
Emperors; again 110 years (1707-1817) of disorder and loss under weak- 
ly Moghals and greedy Marathas, and last of all, a century or more 
(1818-to now) of steady progress under British rule. In 1511 Ahmeda- 
bad is said to have been a “great city, very rich and well supplied 
with many orchards and gardens walled, and embellished with good 
streets, squares and houses. ,, During the next sixty years the fortunes 
of Ahmedabad declined, but even in 1571, the year before its capture 
by .Akbar, the city yielded a yearly revenue of £155,000 (Rs. 15,50,000). 
During the rule of the early Moghals Ahmedabad was, for more than 
a century, free from outside assault and continued to be one of the 
richest cities of the Moghal Empire. It was at Ahmedabad that Sir 
Thomas Roe presented himself at the court of Jehangir. The English 
were much pleased with Ahmedabad. “It was a goodly city as large 
as London. The Viceroy's house was large and stately, of excellent 
stone well squared and put together. Its craftsmen were cunning 
weavers, carvers, painters, inlayers and gold and silver embroiderers. 
Its traders dealt in indigo, cloth and drugs on so large a scale that 
almost every ten days a caravan of about 200 wagons started for 
Cambay.” Jehangir however, did not like Ahmedabad and called it 
by various names Gardabad (dusty city), Bimarhtan (sick town), and 
Jahannamabad (hell city). “What beauty or excellence can the 
founder of the city have seen in this wretched land with its dustladen 
air, its hot winds, its dry river-bed, its brackish nasty water, and its 
thorn covered suburbs.” In 1695, though for several years — 1683 to 
1689— afflicted by attacks of pestilence, Ahmedabad seems to have lost 
little in wealth. “It was the headquarters of manufactures, the great- 
est city in India nothing inferior to Venice for rich silks and gold 
stuffs curiously wrought with birds and flowers” (Gamelli Careri). 
In the beginning of the eighteenth century (1700 to 1720) Hamilton 
called Ahmedabad a great city, in size and wealth little inferior to the 
best towns in Europe, yielding a revenue ten times that of Surat or 
about £162,500 (Rs. 16,25,000). 

After the death of Aurangzeb in 1707, Ahmedabad was harassed and 
plundered by the Marathas several times. The Viceroys appointed by 
the Moghal refused to obey orders and the nobles quarrelled among 
themselves. In 1737, Momin Khan, the Viceroy designate, refusing 
to obey the order cancelling his appointment won Damaji Gaekwar 
to his side by the promise of half of the revenues of Guiarat and half 
of Ahmedabad. Damaji Gaekwar bombarded the city and after a siege 
of some months captured it in 1738. 

According to the agreement the city was divided between Momin 
Khan and the Gaekwar's agent Rangoji, and this joint rule lasted 
for fifteen years (1738 — 1753> The fifteen years of mixed Musalman 
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and Gaekwar management was a time of almost unceasing disturb- 
ance. Owing to the struggles between the Muhammadan Viceroys and 
Marathas and between the Peishwa and Gaekwar themselves, the city 
and its trade suffered greatly. “The walls were broken down in many 
places. The broad streets were without trees or pavements and much 
of the city was bare or in ruins. The public buildings were in decay 
and dishonour. Everywhere Musalman splendour was soiled by 
Maratha dirt and untidyness. The population was a little over one 
lakh souls. Except for some calico printing, brocade weaving and 
lacquered work in gold and silver there were few signs of trade or 
manufacture. All was solitude poverty and desolation.” From 1809 
the Peishwa gave the farm of his share of Ahmedabad to the Gaekwar 
and during this period of Gaekwar’s management the city, which had 
considerably recovered, was in 1812 visited by a most terrible famine 
and pestilence. Still the Gaekwar's management had been successful, 
order had been maintained and the population of the city increased. 
In 1817 the Peishwa agreed to let in perpetuity to the Gaekwar the 
farm of Ahmedabad, but soon after, the farm was ceded by the latter 
to the British. At the time of its transfer Ahmedabad was a melan- 
choly wreck. Trade and manufactures were almost at a standstill. 
Shortly after the transfer (June 1819) the city suffered from a severs 
shock of earthquake. The shaking minarets of the Jama mosque fell and 
many houses were destroyed. The establishment of order and the 
lowering of the town dues gave a great impetus to trade and the city 
was for a time busy and prosperous. The population increased and 
the state of the city improved. Ahmedabad’s gold, silk and carved- 
wood work again became famous and its merchants and brokers enjoy- 
ed a name for liberality, wealth and enlightenment. The eight years 
after the mutiny was a time of great prosperity. The American war 
(1863 — 1865) and about the same time (1864) the opening of the railway 
to Bombay, flooded Ahmedabad with wealth and though in 1866 many 
a fortune was lost, enough money remained to keep the trade and 
wealth of the city from sinking to its former level. During the last 
quarter of the 19th century the trade of Ahmedabad has steadily 
risen and the banks of the Sabarmati are now studded with steam 
cotton spinning and weaving mills. 
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APPENDIX No. XVII. 


C See paragraph 173.) 

Enclosure to letter from the Under Secretary to the Government of 
India, to the Agent to the Governor General for Central India, 
No. 58, dated the 7th December 1860. 


COPT. 

Memorandum. 

No detail of this sum of Rs. 5,46,000* is to be found in any of the 
papers connected with the Treaty of 1844. 

It appears to be made up of the following items: — 

Tributes. 


Kotah . • 

7 Kotrees .... 

Joudhpore . . . . 

Amjheera (Halee) 

Rutlam and Seliana (Salim Sahe) 


Rs. 

99, 1 76 Treaty of 26th December 1 817. 
10,279 Do. 

97,200 Treaty of 6th January 1818. 
35,000 
1,26,000 


3,67,655 


Gurrah Kotah . 

Mathone .... 

Ratgurh .... 

Yawal Chupra, etc. (Bombay) 

Nimar and Manpore 

Rent of Oonarsee 

The total amount of tributes, it will be seen, is rupees 367,655 to 
which if there be added the amount of Rs. 88,718 on account of the 
revenue of Oonarsee and Yawal Chupra, it would give a total of 
rupees 4,56,373. 

The difference between this sum and Rs. 5,46,000 is made up of the 
revenues of Gurrah Kotah, Nimar, etc. According to the earliest 
accounts furnished to this office, they were in 1847/48f: — 


Rs. 

Gurrah Kotah 37,175 

Malthone . . . . . . 19,120 

Ratgurh ....... 28,325 

NTi mar 46,032 

Manpore 1,239 


Revenues of 

■y Treaty of 6th February 1820. 

} A fixed money payment in 
lieu of these districts was 
settled in 1836. 

2*1,792 


Total . 1,11,891 twhich if added to 

Rupees 4,56,373 gives a 

Grand total of Rupees . 5,68,264 or 


Rupees 22,264 above the sum referred to in the Treaty. 


♦ The sum is given as Rs. 5,46,900 at pages 83 and 90 of Aitchison’s Treaties, 
Vol.IV*. 

fA'ote by Committee . — There is evidently some mistake in these figures as they 
total Rs. 1,31,891 as compared with the figure Rs. 1,11,891 shown above. We 
have beenunable to trace the original records, and are therefore unable to say which 
of the items that go to make up this total is the incorrect one. 



This excess may be attributed to the inequality in the value of the 
Salim Sahe and the Company's Rupee. 


Rs. 

From the accounts of 1847/48 it appears that . . 1,20,000 

of the former coinage gave only Co.’s Rupees . . 98,1589 

Less . • • 27,011 

which more than covers the excess noted in the preceding para. 

It appears from the Treaty .Book that the assignments of revenue 
to the extent of Rs. 5,40,000 were made by Maharaja Junkojee Rao 
Sindia. He succeeded to the throne in 1827 and died in 1843. But IShe 
office records during these years do not give the information required* 
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APPENDIX No. XVIII. 

Abstract of Schedules furnished by the Gwalior Darbar. 

{See paragraph 176.) 

I. —Assignments of 1844 A. D. 


Names of Districts. 


No. of 
villages. 

Total 

Receipts. 

(values as in 1860.> 






Rs. a. 

P- 

1. Nirnawar 

• 

• • 


231 

31,525 8 

0 

2. Hoshangabad 

• 

• • 


702 

97,379 4 

0 

3. Charthana • 

• 

• 0 


4 

1,197 6 

8 

4. Nemad • 

• 

• • 


761 

1,38,199 4 

0 

5. Manpur • 

• 

• • 


28 

4,400 11 

11 

6. Khandesh • 

• 

• 0 


272 

2,15,617 6 

9 

7. Bhander 


• • 


148 

1,15,967 10 

1 

8. Kachwayaghar 




188 

1,37,022 7 

8 

9. Indurkhi 




125 

94,656 1 

2 

10. Chanderi 




460 

1,11,920 0 

8 

11. Saugor 




268 

89,754 12 

0 

12. Neemuch : — 







Koshorai Patan 

• 



, . 

80,000 0 

0 

Neemuch District 



546 

2,72,893 3 

8 





3,793 

13,90,533 12 

7 

Cash Tankas 

• 

• 


•• 

3,70,692 14 

6 



Total 


, , 

17,61,266 11 

1 


II.— Permanent cessions made in 1860 A. D. out of the Assignments o» 





1844. 



Names of Districts. 



No. of 

Total Receipts 





villages. 

(Revenue and Abkari). 






Rs. a. 

P- 

1. Nirnawar 

. 

• 

• 

231 

31,525 8 

0 

2. Hoshangabad 




762 

97,379 4 

0 

3. Charthana . 




4 

1,197 6 

8 

4. Nemad 




761 

1,38,199 4 

0 

5. Manpur 




28 

4,400 11 

11 

6 Khandesh 




272 

2,15,617 6 

9 

7. Bhander 




80 

59,208 0 

0 

8. Kachwayaghar 




160 

1,14,720 8 

0 

9. Chanderi 




380 

94,908 15 

6 

10. Saugor 

» 



268 

89,754 12 

0 

11. Keshorai Patan 


• 


• . 

80,000 0 

0 





2,946 

• 9,26,911 12 

10 

Cash Tankas • 

• 

• 

, 

, . 

3,70,692 14 

6 


Total 


12,97,604 11 4 
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III. — FRESH TBBBITOBIBB CEDED BT THE DARBAB IN 1860 A.D, , 


Name of District. 


No. of Total Receipts 
villages. (Revenue and Abkari.) 


Rs. a. p. 


1. Burhanpur .... 


273 

97,216 

6 

2 

2. Kanjia . • • • 


104 

33,122 

6 

0 

3. Pawagarh Punjmuhal . 


792 

1,62,668 

9 

7 

4. Ajmer (Jagir) . . • 


9 

6,267 

12 

6 

5. Agra and Muttra (Jagir) • 


22 

16,729 

14 

0 

6. Jhansi (Tanka of Barwasagar) 


• • 

10,000 

0 

0 

7. Deccan .... 


• * 

• • 



First Exchange . 


67 

16,914 

0 

4 

Subsequent Exchange 


104 

76,000 

0 

0 

Total • • 


1,371 

4,14,919 

0 

7 


IV.— Retrocessions in 1860. 


Name of Districts. 

No. of 

Total Receipts 



villages. 

Rs. 

a. 

p. 

(i) In Exchange . 

1. Madhogarh (Kachwayaghar) . 

. 28 

22,301 

16 

8 

2. Indurkhi • • • • 

. 125 

94,656 

1 

2 

3. Bliander . • » • 

68 

56,759 

10 

1 

4. Chanderi • • • • 

. 80 

17,011 

1 

2 

Total • 

. 301 

1,90,728 

12 

1 

(it) As Mutiny Reward. 

1. Neemuch . . . . 

• 546 

2,72,893 

3 

8 

Total . . 

847 

4,63,621 

16 

9 


V.— New Territories received by the Darbar in i860 A. D. 

Name of Pargana. No. of Total Receipts 

villages. (Revenue and Abkari)# 


Rs. a. p. 


1. Jhansi • 

• • 

• 

• 

61 

33,958 13 

1 

2. Pichhore • 

• • 

• 

• 

195 

60,402 2 

3 

3. Karera • 

• • 

• 

• 

259 

87,902 8 

0 

4 .Daboh • 

• • 

• 

• 

101 

70,066 10 

0 


Total • 

• 

• 

616 

2,52,330 J 

4 
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STATEMENT No. L—contd. 

Stateme nt of Provincial overhead an,! general charges and their apportionment to ceded territories in the Madras Presidency- 
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STATEMENT No. I — contd. 

Statement of Provincial overhead and general charges and their apportionment to ceded territories in the Madras Presidency 
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Agricultural Col- 'l 7,16,000 Ditto .. X p . ! *017 X p . Charges under II 

lege. Research In- i Pi are allocated on 

stitute. Central I I I the basis of popu- 

Farm and College, ^11 k | lation. 


221 




STATEMENT No. l—condd. 

Statement of Provincial overhead and general charges and their apportionment to ceded territories in the Madras Presidency — 
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STATEMENT No. U—contd. 

Statement of Provincial overhead charges and their apportionment to ceded territories in the Central Provinces- — contd. 


328 
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STATEMENT No. II— condd. 

Statemen fdf Provincial overhead charges and their apportionment to ceded territories in the 


280 


jj * 

*A is distributed on 
the same basis as 
overhead charges 
under 22 — General 
Administration. 


1 X e 

•01 xp 

•0111 X t 

Formula 

for 

apportion- ; 
ment of 
overhead 
| charges to 

1 ceded areas. 

7 

® P« 

X XX 

o|« °l* 

Provincial 
revenue 
under 
principal 
heads of 
revenue, i.e., 
‘R\ 

6 

(2 : : • 

Total 
Provincial 
expenditure 
excluding 
overhead 
charges, ».e., 
E=(2) — (4). 

5 

o 

8 

<2 S : : 

j Total 

Provincial 
overhead 
and general 
charges, i.e ., 

•o\ 

4 

Rs. 

1.63.000 

1.33.000 

4.37.000 

Hea ls of Account 
comprising Provin- 
cial overhead 
charges. 

3 

Ref ormato ry 
school, Direction, 
Textile Industries, 
Leather expert 
and leather tan- 
ning school. Ex- 
penditure in Eng- 
land, Grants-in- 
aid and scholar- 
ships. 

Entire expenditure 

(1) Residence of 
Governor, (2) 

Expenditure on 
buildings of insti- 
tutions serving 
the Province. 

Total 

average 

Provincial 

expenditure. 

2 

Rs. 

2.96.000 

1.33.000 

98,20 000 

, 

MajorHead 

of 

Account. 

1 

• -j js 

1 ■*'1 i 

{ ll 1 

« eo 






STATEMENT No. 
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66 , 26,200 Expenditure in 2,36,200 63,90,000 4,88,61, 600* O (r + e) *004 (r-fe) t ♦Receipt under V- 

England and loss Land Revenue. 

by exchange. Land R + E 

Records — Super- j 
intendence. * 
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19,348,219. 




STATEMENT No. Ill— canid. 

fi&iement of Provincial overhead charges and their apportionment to ceded territories in the Bombay Presidency — canid . 
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Statement no. n i—coM. 

. Statement of Provincial overhead charges and their apportionment to ceded territories in the Bombay Presidency — contd. 



the District ex* 







Statement of Provincial overhead charges and their apportionment to ceded territories in the Bombay Presidency- 


2S8 







Industrial Deve- 
lopment, Miscel- 



ce 1 « 14,32,400 * Entire expenditure 14,32,400 


STATEMENT No. IV. 

{See paragraph 17.) 

Statement of Provincial overhead and general charges and their apportionment to ceded territories in the United Provinces. 

2V. B. In this statement, the letter T stands for the total average expenditure (excluding provincial 

O stands for the overhead and general charges of the province. overhead charges) of the whole province under all 
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Statement of Provinical overhead charges and their apportionment to ceded territories in the United Provinces — contd. 
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STATEMENT No. IV — torud • 

Statement of Provincial overhead charges and their apportionment to ceded territories in the United Provin 
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statement of Provincial overhead charges and their apportionment to ceded territories in the United Province: 


246 
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STATEMENT No. V. 

{See paragraph 29 (»')) 

Statement illustrating the method of calculation of the 

share of Audit 

charges debitable to the ceded areas. 

-1* (a) Total average expenditure on account of the 
Auditor General in India and his office — 

Be. 

5,88,000 

(6) Total average expenditure of the Audit 
Department including Civil Audit, Railway 
Audit and Postal Audit but excluding (a) 
above • 

1,28,19,000 

Proportion of (a) to ( b ) — • . • 4 

*6 per oent. 

This percentage has been utilised in all cases 
for the apportionment of a share of the cost 
of the office of the Auditor General in 
India to the Provinces concerned. 

H. Charges on account of Audit in the Provinces, 
have been dealt with as under. 

(i) Central Provinces. 

(a) Average cost of the office of the Account- 
ant General, Central Provinces, inclu- 
ding Gazetted officers .... 

4,11,010 

(b) 4*6 per cent, of the above on account of 
the share of over head charges i.e. t 
Auditor General in India 

18,047 

Total audit char., es for the Province 

4,30,868 

or roughly 

4,30,000 

(it) Madras Presidency . 

(a) Average cost of the office of the Account- 
ant General, Madras, including Gazetted 
officers ,*•».. 

8,30,43* 

(b) 4*6 per cent, of above on account of share 
of overhead charges i.e., Auditor General 
in India ...... 

38,108 

Total Audit Charges for the Presidency . 

8,68,032 

or roughly 

8,68,600 

(Hi) Bombay Presidency . 

(a) Average cost of the office of the Account- 
ant General, Bombay including Gazetted 
officers ••.»•• 

14,46,710 

4*6 per cent, of the above on account of 
the share of overhead charges *.e., Auditor 
General in India 

66,548 

Total audit charges fo** the Presidency 

16,13,268 

or roughly 

16,13,800 
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(4v) United Province ** 

(a) Average charges on account of the Pay and Account 

Offices including Gazetted Officers . . 

(b) Average charges on account of the Audit Staff in- 

cluding G azetted Officers 

(c) 4'6 per cent., of (b) on account of share of overhead 

charges, »>., Auditor General in India* 

« 

Total audit and accounts charges for the Province 


Ra 

7,60,64$ 

3,49,987 

16,100 

11,26,736 


or roughly . 11,26,700 


# Share of overhead charges, i.e. 9 Auditor General in India, has not been 
calculated on (a) as the Pay and Accounts offices were not under the direct 
administrative control of the Auditor General. 

III. A share of the above expenditure has been apportioned to the ceded 
areas in the various Provinces in the proportion of the average audit- 
able* charges in the ceded areas to the average auditable charges of the 
Province. 

* By “ auditable charges ** is meant all charges under the audit of the 
locel Accountant-General both central and provincial except under such heads 
as 39 to 21 (Debt Services) and 23 audit. We have excluded Debt and Deposit 
trarsactions on both sides, as it would have entailed enormous labour to collect 
statistics for the ceded areas without necessarily improving the accuracy of the 
calculations. 




STATEMENT No. Vl—contd. 

Statement showing the result of the valuation of the Hyderabad ceded areas situated in the Madras Presidency — contd. 
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STATEMENT No. VL—contd. 

Statements howing the result of the valuation of the Hyderabad ceded areas situated in the Madras Presidency — conttH.. 
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1« 81,8 8,100 Total Provincial .1,27,98,700 .. | 43,91,200 1,71,89,900 
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STATEMENT No; VII. 

(See 'paragraphs 45 and 48,) 

List of the irrigation works carried out in the ceded areas of the Madras 
Presidency, for which capital accounts are kept. 


Original 

works. 

Kumool District — Bs. 

Kurnool Cuddapah canal, including Chepad, Maidukuru and 

Ukkapayapalli channels ...... 2,33,87,114 

Siddapur Tank 8,04,486 

Markapur Tank ......... 1,20,340 

Cumhum Tank ......... 86,373 

Kochcheruvu Tank 1,35,734 

Venkatapuram Tank . 3,84,921 

Thippayapalam Project 77,664 

•Cuddapah District — 

Sagileru System 4,64,727 

Nagavaram Anicut and supply channel 1,09,800 

Vamula Tank 63,757 

Talapula vanka Tank ........ 68,824 

Bellary District — 

Basavannah channel .••••..• 4,20,218 

Anantapur District — 

Yellanur Tank • 2,69,707 

Total . 2,04,02,755* 


♦Interestf on this amount, at varying rates according to the period of expendi* 
ture, has been calculated and taken into account under the head M 14 — Interest on 
Works for which capital aocounts aro kept ”. 
fits. 8,93,559. 

The following table shows how the above interest figure of Rs. 8,93,559 has been 

calculated. 


Capital outlay. 


Rs. 

2,53,67,405 

1.57.000 

1.76.000 
1,35,800 

53,955 

26,088 

89,072 

87,680 

99,361 

1,00*463 

1,10,031 

2,64,02,755 


Period. 


Prior to 1917-18 

1917- 18 . 

1918- 19 . 

1919- 20 . 

1920- 21 to 1923-24 

1924- 25 . 

1925- 26 . 

1926- 27 . 

1927- 28 . 

1928- 29 . 

1929- 30 . 

Total . 


Rate of Interest. 


Per cent. 
3*3262 
3-4730 
3*4818 
5-9328 
5*1979 
6*08 
5-20 
5-52 
5-38 
5-30 
5*39 


Amount of 
Interest. 


Rs. 

8,43,466 

5,452 

6,127 

8,050 

2,806 

1,586 

4,631 

4,834 

5,346 

5,324 

5,931 


8,93,559 
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STATEMENT No. VIH. 

(See paragraph 48.) 

List of works carried out in the ceded areas of the Madraa Presidency' 
for which revenue accounts are kept. 


Items, 

Name of the work. 

Original 

works. 

1 

Kumool District. 

Kumool Cuddapah Canal including Chepad, Maid- 

Rs. 


ukuru and Ukkapayapalli channels 

6,49,195 

2 

SiddapurTank ...... 

353 

3 

Markapur Tank . . .* 

4,302 

4 

Cumbum Tank 

16,962 

5 

Kochcheruvu Tank ..... 

1,532 

6 

Venkatapuram Tank ..... 

248 

7 

s Cuddapah District . 

Sagileru System ...... 

9,676 

S 

Vamula Tank 

454 

0 

Anantapur District . 

Yellanur Tank 

19 


Total 

6,82,741 


or 

6 >.82 lakhs. 


Ab the details year by ‘year df thiB expenditure were not available, we have cal * 
ciliated interest on the sum of Rs. 6 • 82 lakhs at 5 per cent. The interest charges 
oome to Rb. 34,100. 
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1 Yerragundapalem tank (extending the existing 

anicut aeross the Rallavagu) • • • 39,100 

Cuddapah District , 

2 Restoration of Vemula Kothapalle tank, Puli- 

vondla taluk ...... 17,825 

3 Restoration of the Idngala tank, Puli vendla taluk 20,200. 

4 Restoration of the Aswartha Rao tank of Kona- 

rajupalle, Sidhout taluk .... 7,300 

5 Kopparti large tank (Cuddapah taluk) — Cons- 

tructing an anicut and excavating a supply 

channel to the tank ..... 4,470 

6 Restoration of the Nallacheruvu of Surahee, 

Cuddapah district ..... 12,581 

7 Restoration of the Chintagunta tank, Jammala- 

madugu taluk . . . . . 41,400" 

8 Improvements to Ponagalur tank supply channel, 

Rajampet taluk ..... 13,568 

Bellary District. 

9 Yepral and Koligal tank supply channel — Impro- 

vements ....... 

10 Kampli channel extension .... 

11 Improvements to the Roy a channel . . • 

12 Improvements to the Gandiganur tank . . 

13 Restoration of the Gundinahalle tank . . 


Anantapur district. 

14 Restoration of the Pinnapalle tank, Tadpatri 

taluk 41,000- 

15 Restoration of the Rhairavasamudram tank, 

Kalyandrug taluk ..... 23,859 

16 Restoration of the Rolla- Anantapur taluk. . 23,698 

17 Restoration of Kothakalva near Tadpatri . . 8,530 

18 Restoring the Kanuppalapad Vanka to divert a 

supply channel to Ponnapalli tank . . 41,000 

1 9 Improvements to the Rayalacheru vu tank . 1 8, 1 25 

Total . 3,81,466* 

*j Deduct maintenance and repairs . 95,000 

Net Original Works . 2,86,466 


18,000 

18,460 

10,860 

14,300 

7,130- 


*We have ascertained from the Madras Government that this statement include# 
also some expenditure on maintenance and repairs. As we have charged the average 
annual maintenance in Statement No. VI, we have taken into account only 
Rs. 2 • 86 lakhs in this Statement, which is the expenditure on original works. 

The details year by year of this expenditure are not available. We have 
therefore, calculated interest on this sum of Rs. 2 • 86 lakhs at a flat rate of 5 per eent 
per annum, viz., Rs. 14*300. 
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STATEMENT No.. X. 

(See paragraph 48.) 

Statement of c&loulations of Interest on Civil works in the ceded areas 



of the Madras Presidency. 




Buildings and Roads.* 


( 



Rate 


Periods 


Capital 

of 

Amount of 



outlay. 

interest. 

Interest. 



Rs. 

Per cent. 

Rs. 

Prior to 1017-18 , 

i « 

. 48,08,000 

3-3262 

1,53,200 

1017-18 

• • ■ 

• 1,58,700 

3*4730 

5,500 

1018-10 . 

* e 

. 1,74,200 

3*4818 

6,100 

1010-20 . 

• • 

. 1,24,900 

5-9328 

7,400 

1020-21 . 

e • 

. 3,34,100 " 



1021-22 . 

• e 

. 2,60,800 

> 5-1079 

44,600 

1022-23 . 

• • 

. 51,600 


1023-24 .. . 

• • 

. 2,08,700 J 



1024-25 . 

• • 

. 2,82,300 

6-08 

17,200 



62,03,800 

• • 

2,33,900 

Period not known 

• * 

10,07,700 

50 

50,400 

Total 

• 

72,11,600 

» * 

2,84,300 


* The outlay on roads taken into account in this statement is in addition to 
outlay separately incurred in connection with famine and shown in Statement 
No. XI. 





STATEMENT No. Xl-contd. 

Sta ement showing the distribution of the total expenditure on Famine Relief, in the ceded areas in the Madras Presidency 
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tuitous Belief. 


1 1876 78 . | 60.00,000 


259 
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STATEMENT No. XII. 

( See paragraph 48 and Statement No. XI.) 

Statement showing the interest calculated on Famine Relief expenditure 
in the ceded areas in the Madras Presidency. 


Rs. 


Total of Works expenditure excluding railways .... 3,24,69,996 
Less “ Irrigation ’’expenditure already taken into account for interest 

on Capital outlay .... 1,48,687 


Balance .... 3,23,11,309 


Period during which this was 
incurred. 

Expenditure. 

Rate 

of 

interest. 

Interest. 


Rs. 


Rs. 

Prior to 1917-18 . . . . - . 

3,11,77,634 

3-3252% 

10,36,700 

1921-22 

9,63,625 

•) 




> 6 1979% 

68,900 

1923-24 

1,80,060 

) 



3,23,11,309 

Total 

. 10,96,600 



or roundly . 

10 • 96 lakhs. 
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STATEMENT No. XIII. 

( See Paragraph 49.) 

List of irrigation projects in the Ceded districts ot the Madras Presi- 
dency whioh were investigated and abandoned. 


No. 

Name of the Projeot. 

2 

Estimate, 

a 

Reasons for abandonment. 

4 


Bell ary District. 

Rs. in 
lakhs. 


1 

Nellikudiri project 

20*96 

Investigation was stopped as the 
reservoir would submerge six 
villages and rich cultivated lands 
to the extent of 5,000 acres 
(Q. O. No. 188-1, dated 7th May 
1908). 

2 

Supply channel to 

Kottur tank. 

: 0-87 

Not sufficiently remunerative ; also 
unsuitable as a famine relief 
work (G. O. No. 393-1., dated the 
28th November 1918). 

3 

Royerkerra tank 

0-30 

No water available for storage 
(Q. O. No. 346-1., dated 8th Nov- 
ember 1911). 

4 

KanchamalJan a h a 1 1 i 
tank. 

0-07 

Return very poor; soil bad and 
project unsuitable even as a 
famine relief work (G. O. 
No. 111-L, dated 13th February 
1913). 

5 

Benikal tank 

Kurnool District. 

0-89 

Return very poor ; soil bad and 
project unsuitable even as a 
famine relief work (G. O. 
Nb. 225-1., dated 4th May 1915. 

6 

Chagalamari Project k 

0-14 

Abandoned as unnecessary (G. O. 
No. 267-1., dated the 8th July 
1912). 

7 

Velgode Reservoir and 
K. C. Canal improve- 
ments. 

48*93 

There was no necessity for protec- 
tive work over the area com- 
manded by the project and there 
was no likelihood of the ryots 
paying the water rate required 
to make the project productive 
(G. O. No. 889-1., dated the 6th 
September 1906). 

8 

Thokapalli project . | 

21 '00 

Scanty local rainfall and inade- 
quate retdhi. Scheme abandoned 
(G. O. No. 2040-1., dated the 
14th July 1930). 

•9 

Gudempad project 

Cuddapah District. 

20-40 

Insufficient catchment and poor 
run off. Not worth undertaking 
even as a protective work-*— 
(G. 0. No. 2064-1., dated the 
16th July 1920). 

10 

Lower Sagileru project . 

<V35 

Abandoned, as it was not worth 
carrying out even as a Famine 
Work as it would not pay work- 
ing expenses (G. O. No. 956-1., 
dated the 6th September 1906). 



262 


STATEMENT No. XLll—concld. 


No, Name of the Project. Estimates. 


Reasons for abandonment. 


11 Chennayagiripalli pro- 
ject. 


12 Dorigallu project. 


13 Thambalagundi tank . 


14 Chilamakur tank 


15 Itigundlapad tank 


10 Baduguvaripalli tank • 

17 Pullampet Reservoir 
Project. 


13 Constructing a new tank 
across the Vames- 
waram Vanka, Nidugi- 
duvagu near Sidhout. 


An ant a pub District. 
19 Upper Pennar project • 


20 Ithodu project 


21 Nadimamidi scheme 
(Construction of a 
reservoir across the 
Kutala Vanka in the 
Nadimamidi village). 


4* 30 Abandoned, as the supply was 
precarious and the project did 
not fulfil the condition of a 
productive or protective work. 
(G. O. No. 95-1, dated the 26tb 
February 1909.) 

18* 65 Abandoned as the project did not 
satisfy the conditions of a pro- 
ductive, protective or famine 
work (G. O. No. 252*1, dated the 
15th June 1909). 

61* 56 Abandoned on engineering and 
financial grounds. 

1* 09 Abandoned as the project was not 
suitable as a famine work and 
the return was very poor. 

0* 49 Abandoned on engineering and 
financial grounds. 

• • Abandoned owing to the unsuitable 

lity of the site and soil. 

66* 30 The surplus water available for 
storage after meeting the require- 
ments of the irrigation lower down 
was too poor to warrant any con- 
sideration of the project. (G. O. 
No. 12i7-I., dated the 17th April 
1929.) 

3* 87 The project would have little or no 
protective value, being entirely 
dependent on local rainfall. 
Government directed that no 
further investigation need bo 
made, (G. O. No. 1754-1, dated 
I the 13th June 1930.) 


23*84 Anticipated water supply was very 
precarious. (G. O. No. 535-I.». 
dated 1st December 1915). 

3 * 60 Scheme not productive ; unsuitable 
for famine relief work. (G. O. 
No. 86-1., dated 28th February 
1917.) 

0*62 Inadequate supply of water and 
soil unsuitable for n earthen 
bund. (G. O. No. 578-1., (dated 
18th February 1930.) 



STATEMENT No. XIV, 


(See paragraph 49.) 

List of irrigation projects in the ceded districts of the Madras 
Presidency under investigation or consideration. 


No. 

Name of the 
Project. 

Approxi- 
mate cost. 

Ayacut 

proposed. 

Remarks. 

i 

2 

3 

4 

5 



Rs. 

Acres. 


1 

Tungabhadra Pro* ] 
ject — 

(a) Timmalapuram 
site. 

(b) Malappuram 
site. 

! 

31-81 

Crores. 

20-97 

Crores. 

11,64,890 

10,15,218 

Two alternative schemes (a) 
and (6) have been prepared 
and they are under the 
consideration of Govern- 
ment, An expenditure of 
Rs. 1*35 lakhs has been 
incurred on the investiga- 
tion of this project to end 
of July 1930. 

2 

; 

Bellary West Canal 
Project. 

89,93,000 

58,200 

Results of investigation, re- 
corded in G. O. No. 1020-1, 
dated 11th April 1929, 
pending report on the in- 
vestigation of the Tunga- 
bhadra project which 
affects it. An expenditure 
of Rupees 16,890 hats been 
incurred for the investiga- 
tion of the project. 

3 

Belahal'Bhimana 
Kora tank supply 
channel. 

7,67,500 

1,353 

Under investigation. 

4 

Arsekere tank pro- 
ject. 

6,80,800 

>• 

Pendiog with the Executive 
Engineer. 

5 

Bhairavanitippa 
Scheme (Anicut 
across Chikka 

Hagari). 

* * 

i 

Under investigation. The 
sufficiency of water supply 
is being examined. 

6 

New Channel from 
the Magari to 
Naranj agundapalli. 

54,800 

o 

o 

<M 

Recommended to Government 
for the abandonment of the 
scheme, as the cost of the 
soheme is too great for the 
small ayacut proposed for 
irrigation. C. E. (1) 

No. 1761/30 C. E. 7 dated, 
26th August 1930. 
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STATEMENT No. XIV— concld. 


No. 

Name of the 
Project. 

Approxi- 
mate cost, 

i 

Ayacut 

proposed. 

Remarks. 

1 

2 

8 

4 

0 



Rs. 

Acres. 


7 

Constructing a new 
tank at Kothapalle 
Settigunta. 
(Madanapalle Di- 
vision). 

80,800 

t 

Under investigation. 

8 

Excavating a chan- 
nel from the right 
bank of Penner in 
Vekavada Village 
limits. 

(Madanapalle Di- 
vision). 

1,10,000 

600 

Estimates under preparation, 

• 

' 

9 

. 

Excavating a supply 
channel to Gottur 
Mala Devoraya- 
cheruv u tank. 

Cuddapah Dis- 

trict. 

33.2C0 

i 


Under investigation. 

10 

Restoration of 

Vemula tank Puli- 
vendla Tk. 

23,000 

250 

Under investigation. 

11 

Restoration of 

Kanchalamma 
tank project. 

1,36,600 

510 

The estimate is under scru- 
tiny in the office of the 
Ch ef Engineer (Irrigation). 

12 

Penner-Ku m u d a- 
vathi Project. 

6,34,834 

7,868 

Ditto. 

13 

Formation of a tank 
at Kuraaravari- 

palli at Eduva 
Nallattur (Kurnool 
District). 

50,400 

j 

150 

Revenue forecast of the 
scheme is awaited from the 
Collector. 

14 

Podda Dasaripaili 
Tank Project, 

Madnapalle Dn. 

43,000 

| 

Executive Engineer was 
asked to report on the 
scheme in consultation with 
the Collector. 

15 

Kannapalli Project 
(Bellary Division). 

52,000 

1,220 

Estimate prepared and is 
under the consideration of 
the Chief Engineer (Irriga- 
tion). 



(See parrgfaph 51). 

Statement showing the result of the valuation of the Hyderabad ceded areas situated in the Central Provinces — Sironcha. 
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S TATEMENT No. XV—contd. 

Statement showing the result of the valuation of the Hyderabad ceded reas situated in the Central Provinces — Sironcha 

contd . 
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STATEMENT No. XVI. 

(See paragraphs 53 to 56.) 

Statement showing the calculation of interest on capital outlay in the 
Sironcha taluka of the Central Provinces. 


Year. 

! 

Outlay. 

1 

Rate 

of 

interest. 

Amount of Interest. 


Rs. 


Rs. 

(a) Buildings. 




Prior to 1017-18 

43,100 

3-3252% 

1,433 

1018-10 

33,100 

3*4818% 

1,152 

■ 

Total 

76,200 


2,586 or 2,600 

roundly. 

(6) Roads . 




Prior to 1917-18 . 

4,35,200 

3*3252% 

14,471 

1920-21 

11,700 

5*1979% 

608 

Total 

4,46,900 


16,079 or 15,100 

roundly. 

(<5) Famine Relief Works . 




Prior to 1917-18 . 

2,96,100 

3*3252% 

9,846 

1918-19 .... 

700 

3*4818% 

24 

1920-21 «... 

5,400 

5- 1979% 

280 

Total 

3,02,200 


10,150 or 10,200 
roundly. 

Grand Total I 

nterest 

27,900 roundly. 





{See paragraph 73). 

Statement showing the result of the valuation of Berar. 
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STATEMENT tfo. XVII-conii. 

Statement showing the result of the valuation of Berar — contd. 
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STATEMENT No. XVU-{condd.). 

Statement showing the result of the valuation of Berar — concU. 
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16,06,200. 
Other Expenditure, 
Rs. 17,91,900. 



43.— Famine Relief . .. .. 92,300 92,300 See paragraph 21. 

45. — Superannuation, etc. . . . . 6,28,000 6,28,000 See paragraph 19, 

46. — Stationery and Print- .. ‘014 X t . 1,73,100 1,73,100 

ing. 
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STATEMENT No. XVIII 
(See paragraphs 68 — 72). 

Statement showing the capital outlay on Buildings, Roads and Famine 
Relief works in Berar. 

Item. Capital 

expenditure. 


Rs. 


1. Buildings 1,28,19,000* 

2. Hoads 1,09,32,100* 

3. Famine Relief works 1,24,82,400 


Total . 3,62,33,500 


* These figures exclude capital outlay incurred during the period 1926-27 
to 1929-30 as the average of such expenditure has been taken into account with the 
ordinary average expenditure of Berar, vide entry against • 41 — Civil Works * in 
Statement No. XVII. 
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STATEMENT No. XIX. 

(See paragraph 19.) 

j; S tatement illustrating the calculations of Pensionary liability of the ceded 
areas , by different methods . 


i, — Ceded areas in Madras Presidency . 


Rs. 

(i) Average actual pension charges disbursed in the 

ceded ax eas . . < • . 2,92,452 

(ii) Liability calculated with reference to the number 

of officers and their pay, and the expenditure on pay 
of establishments in the ceded areas, on the basis of 
rates prescribed for calculating pension contribu- 
tions ......... 7,77,000 

(iii) Proportion of the net total pension expenditure of 

the Presidency allocated to the ceded areas on the 
basi^ of total cost of administration of the ceded 
areas, to total cost of administration of the Presi- 
dency excluding heads which, prima facie , do not 
include charges on establishments . . . 0,91,900 


11, — Berar leased territory. 

(i) Average actual pension charges disbursed in the 
ceded areas . ....... 

(ii) Liability calculated with reference to the number of 
officers and their pay, and the expenditure On pay 
of establishments in the ceded areas, on the basis of 
rates prescribed for calculating pension contribu- 
tions • ... ... . 

t(iii) Proportion of the net t >tal pension expenditure of 
the Presidency allocated to the ceded areas on the 
basis of total cost of administration of the ceded 
areas to total cost of administration of the Presi- 
dency excluding heads which, prima facie, do not 
include charges on establishments .... 

Ill . — Ceded areas in the Central Provinces — Sir one ha. 

(i) Average actual pension charges disbursed in the 
ceded areas ...... . 

•(ii) Liability calculated with reference to the number of 
officers and their pay, and the expenditure on pay 
of establishments in the ceded areas on the basis 
of rates prescribed for calculating pension contribu- 
tions ... ...... 

(iii) Proportion of the net total pension expenditure of 
the Province allocated to the c^ded areas on the 
basis of total cost of administration of the ceded 
areas to total cest of administration of the Presi- 
dency excluding heads which, prima facie, do not 
include charges on establishments .... 


3,15,000 


5,81,267 


6,28,000 


m. 


23,760* 


5,900 


♦This figure was calculated on the information furnished by the Government 
of the Central Provinces. This took into account inter alia the entire liability 
on account of 3 officers of the All-India Services for the Sironcha taluka. It is 
obvious that the figure is an over-estimate as it includes full charges on account 
o : officers who are concerned with the administration ol other areas besides 
Snoncha taluka. The figure calculated under (iii) would be nearer the mark. 

T 2 
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The comparatively small difference between the figures arrived 
at by methods (ii) and (iii) in the case of large ceded areas, e.g., l and 
III, justifies, in our opinion, our action in adopting method ( iii) in 
all cases. The defect of method (ii) is that it does not take into 
account the receipts in Aid of Superannuation under the head 
u XXXIII ” on thee te hand, nor the share of pensionary liability on 
account of officers and establishments included in “ Provincial Over- 
heads In any cas6 owing to the impracticability of applying 
method (ii) to very small ceded areas, as illustrated in the Sironcha 
case, we have adopted method (iii) in all cases, vide paragraph 19 of 
our Report. 



STATEMENT No. XX. 

(i See paragraphs 83, 89, 90 and 99.) 

Statement showing the result of the valuation of the Sangli Cessions in the Dharwar and Belgaum Districts of Bombay. 


m 



Total Central Bere- 1 31,000 ; 9,000 0,000 1 Total Central Expend i- ! 1,60) S00 1,900, ... 2,800 4,700 j 


STATEMENT No. XX—eontd. 

Statement showing the result of valuation of the Sangli Cessions in the Dharwar and Belgaum Districts of Bombay 
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STATEMENT No. XXI 


(See paragraphs 85, 86 1 94, 95 and 99.) 

Statement showing the past outlay in the Sangli ceded areas on Build- 
ings and Roads and Ed mine Relief. 


Year. 

Outlay. 

Rate 

of 

Interest. 

Amount 

of 

Interest. 

/. — Ceded areas in Dharwar — 

(a) Buildings — 

Rs. 

Per cent. 

Rs. 

Prior to 1917-18 

(6) Roads — 

17,200* 

3*3252 

600 

Period not known . 

IT. — Ceded arcis in Belg ium — 

(a) Roads— 

3,05, 000t 

5 

15,300 

Prior to 1917-18 . 

(6) Famine Relief Works — 

8,6C0J 

3*3252 

300 

Prior to 1917-18 

6,400 

3*3252 

200 


♦Represents outlay on Rest and Store House, Narayanpur, and District 
Bungalows at Trimalkop and Tadas. 

•{■Represents outlay on 29 miles of metalled road and 3 miles of unmetalled 
road. Coat estimated at Rs. 10,000 and Rs. 5,000 per mile respectively, 
t Represents outlay on 2$ miles of the Belgaum-Korkop Road. 
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STATEMENT No. XXII. 

(- See paragraph 145.) 

Ahmedabad District. 


Statement showing figures of average revenue of the Ahmedabad 
District as furnished by the local officers and the Accountant- 
General, Bombay and as finally adopted by the Committee. 


Major Head of Accounts. 

Depart- 

mental 

Accountant 

Goneral’s 

Figures 
adopted 
by the 
Committee. 

Remarks. 


figures. 

figures. 



(a) Central. 

Rs. 

Rs. 

Rs. 

See explanation 

(a) 

II, — Taxes on Income . • 

22,06,1300 

16,57,900 

22,06,900 

(b) Provincial. 




Ditto 

(ft) 

V.— Land Revenue 

16,86,000 

20,72,400 

16,86,900 

VI.— Excise . . 

17.43, SCO 

17,39,400 

17,43,500 

Ditto 

1.7) 

VII. — Stamps 

6,3 S ,600 

6,53,600 

6,38,600 

Ditto 

(?) 

IX. — Registration 

r . 9,000 

58,600 

59,000 

Ditto 

(?) 

IX A. — Schedule taxes . 
XIII.— Irrigation 

36,400 

35,700 

35,400 

Ditto 

(y) 


[ 12,200 

39,7(0 

12,200 

Ditto 

{c) 

XIV— Do. 

XVII. — Administration of 

5 

07,900 

1,04,500 

97,900 

Ditto 

(y) 

Justice. 






XVIII. — Jails and Convict 

9,300 

1,14,300 

52,100 

Ditto 

(d) 

Settlements. 





XIX.— Police 

20,100 

16,500 

20,100 

Ditto 

(?) 

XXI. — Education . 

1,07,100 

1,11,600 

1,07,100 

Ditto 

(?) 

XXII. — Medical , 

33,460 

42,000 

33,400 

Ditto 

(?) 

XXIII.— Public Health 

... 

19.6 C 0 

19,060 

Ditto 

(•) 

XXIV, — Agriculture , . 

9,900 

9,000 

9,900 

Ditto 

(?) 

Co-operative 

400 

400 

400 



Veterinary 

... 

•• 




XXV.— Industries 

Nil 





XXVI. — Miscellaneous Depart- 

26,600 

:'5,600 

26,600 

Ditto 

(?) 

ments. 





XXX. — Civil Works , 

13,100 

66,500 

13,100 

Ditto 

if) 

XXXV.— Miscellaneous. 

3 , COO 

! 

' ,200 

3,900 

Ditto 

(?) 


EXPLANATIONS. 


N.B . — The Accountant General’s figures are the average of the three years, 
1927-28, 1928-29 and 1929-30 booked in the Ahmedabad Treasury, while the Depart- 
mental officers’ figures take into account generally the average of 5 years, namely 
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1026-27 to 1930-31. This would account for the minor variations and, as the 
Departmental officers* figures range over a wider period and have been worked out 
with reference to considerations stated in Chapter II of our Report, we have generally 
accepted them. In the case of larger discrepancies the final figures adopted by us 
are the result of further examination in consultation with the Accountant General, 
Bombay and the District Officers. The reasons for adopting our figures have been 
stated wherever necessary. 

(а) 11 — Taxes on Income. — The discrepancy between the Accountant General’s 
and the Departmental officers’ figure is due to the former overlooking super-tax 
which amounts approximately to Rs. 5*06 lakhs. The Accountant General has 
since accepted the Departmental figure, which we have also adopted. 

(б) F. — Land Revenue. — The Departmental figure is correct. The discrepancy 
between the Accountant General’s and the Departmental figures is due mainly to an 
adjustment made by the Accountant General in the years 1927-28 and 1929-30 of 
Rs. 5*91 lakhs on account of “ Assessment less quit-rent ” by per contra debit to 
22-General Administration of the same amount, vide explanatory note under * 22- 
General Administration *. We are right in taking departmental figure as we have 
consistently taken the same figure under “ 22-General Administration”. 

(c) XIII and XIV. — Irrigation. — Neither the Accountant General nor the 
District Officers have been able to reconcile the discrepancy. We have tentatively 
adopted the Departmental figure. 

(d) XVIII. — Jaila. — The large discrepancy is due to the Departmental figures 
being the estimated revenue on account of prisoners from the Ahmedabad District, 
while the Accountant General’s figure is the entire revenue credited in Ahmedabad 
Treasury under the head * Jails ’ in Ahmedabad District. Judging from the figures 
of revenue and expenditure under Jails in this District compared with some other 
Districts, we are inclined to think that the treasury figures cannot be accepted as 
representing the revenue and expenditure of the Distnct alone, as there is a large 
Central Jail in the District to which prisoners from other districts in Gujerat are 
transferred. We have, therefore, independently worked out a proportion of the 
whole Presidency expenditure on a population basis in the case of Kaira, Ahmedabad 
and Panch Mahals. The average cost of Jail administration in the Bombay Presi- 
dency, excluding overhead charges, is Rs. 12 per hundred of population and on this 
basis, the charge debitable to the Ahmedabad District proper would be Rs. 1*07 
lakhs out of a total expenditure of Rs. 2 *34 lakhs actually incurred in the District. 
We ha vo taken this figure, viz., Rs. 1*07 lakhs on the expenditure side of our 
account. On the rovenue side, instead of the Accountant General’s figure of Rs. I • 14 
lakhs, we have taken 1 -07/2*34 X 1 • 14 lakhs =*521 lakhs or Rs. 52,000. 

(e) XXIII. — Public Health. — The Departmental Officer could give no figure as 
he took receipts from local bodies etcetera in deduction of expenditure. The 
Accountant General’s figures have therefore, been taken both under revenue and 
expenditure sides subject to the change indicated on the expenditure side. 

(/) XXX. — Civil Works.— Neither the Accountant Geneial nor the District 
Officers have been able to reconcile the discrepancy. We have tentatively adopted 
the Departmental figure. 

(g) The discrepancy is small and easily explained by the fact that the Account- 
ant General’s figures are the average of three years, while the Departmontah 
figures are the average of five years. 
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STATEMENT No. XXIII. 
(See paragraph 145.) 

Ahmedabad District. 


Stat?nv'nt showing figures of average expenditure of the Ahmedabad’ 
District as furnished by th^ local officers and the Accountant 
General, Bombay, and as adopted by the Committee. 


Heads of Account. 

Depart - 
mcutal 
officers’ 

Accountant 

General’s 

Figure 
adopted 
by the 

Remarks. 



figure. 

figure. 

Committee. 




Ks. 

Ks. 

Rb. 



(a) Central 




See explanation 

(»> 

2. — Taxes on Income 

1,06,100 

1,10,500 

1,06,100 

(b) Provincial 




Ditto 

(0 

5. — Land Revenue , . 

1,17,100 

1,10,500 

1,17,100 

6. — Excise .... 

89,300 

3,200 

89,300 

Ditto 

(«) 

7. — Stamps . . . 

23,300 

9,400 

23,300 

Ditto 

W 

9. — Registration . 

29,600 

31,2C0 

29,600 

Ditto 

to 

(0 

9 A — Scheduled Tax?s . 

1,300 

1,200 

1,300 

Ditto 

XII I -Irrigation for which 
Capital and Revenue 

87,200 

87,2C0 

Ditto 

(c) 


accounts me kept — 

working expenses 




Ditto 

(*> 

14. — Interest 


.. 

66,400 

15. — Irrigation 

12,700 

16,900 

12,700 

Dido 

(0 

22. — General Administration . 

3,86,100 

9,05,100 

3,86,100 

Ditto 

;<*) 

24 — Administration of Justice 

3,08,700 

3,31,000 

3,08,700 

Ditto 

(«) 

25 — Jails and convict 

42,300 

2,33,600 

1,06,900 

Ditto 

settlements. 




26 — Police 

8.11,600 

7,49,200 

8,11,600 

Ditto 

<n 

31. — Education 

12, 27, 900 

12,28,400 

12,27,900 

Ditto 

<*> 

32. — Medical 

2,74,700 

2,62,200 

1,70,900 

Ditto 

■m) 

33. — Public Health 

18,800 

90,300 

75,300 

Ditto 

</) 

34 — Agriculture . 

35,800 

60,800 

35,800 

Ditto 

(0) 

Co-oporative 

7,300 

7,600 

7,300 

Ditto 

(» 

Veterinary 

16,500 

12,700 

16,500 

Ditto 

'■b 

35. — Industries 

• . i 


37. — MiscelUmeons Depart- 

60,700 

60,900 

60*700 

Ditto 

(*> 

ment 






41. — Civil Works, 

4,02,200 

1,81,100 

4,41,300 

Ditto 

(<•) 

47. — Miscellaneous 

19,100 

17,000 

39,100 

Ditto 

w 


Explanations. 

N.B . — The Accountant General’s figures are the average of the three years, 
namely, 1927-28, 1928-29 and 1929-30 booked in the Ahmedabad Treasury, while 
the Departmental officer’s figures take into account generally the average of 5 years,, 
namely, 1926-27 to 1930-31. This would account for minor variations and, as the 
Departmental officers’ figures rang 0 over a wider period and have been worked out 
with reference to the considerations stated in Chapter II of our Report, we have 
generally accepted them. In the case of larger discrepancies the final figures 
adopted by us are the result of further examination in consultation with the Ac- 
countant General, Bombay, and the District Officers. The reasons for adopting 
our figures have been stated wherever necessary. 

(a) 6 — Excise . — The large discrepancy between Departmental and Accountant 
General’s figures is due to the Accountant General’s figures not including payments- 
by cheques drawn on salt treasury. The departmental figures have been rightly 
accepted. 
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(5) 7 — Stamps . — The discrepancy is due to refunds being taken on the expendi- 
ture side by the Departmental officer, but on the receipt side by the Accountant 
General. As we have accepted departmental figures on the receipt side, wo have 
consistently accepted the departmental figures on the expenditure side. 

(c) The expenditure of Rs. 87,200 shown by the Departmental Officers is on 
account of Irrigation Works in charge of P. W. D. officers. The Accountant General 
gave no figure initially but has accepted the Departmental officer’s explanation. 

(d) 22 — General Administration. — The large discrepancy of Rs. 5*2 lakhs is 
due partly to the explanation given under ‘ V — Land Revenue ’ see footnote (6) in 
Statement No. XXII and partly to the fact that about Rs. 1 lakh on account of the 
Pay and Allowances of the Commissioner, Northern Division, and his establish- 
ment whose bills are paid at Ahmedabad Treasury are included in the Accountant 
General’s figures. After allowing for these and the fact that the departmental 
figures are for five years, the latter figures are reconcilable with the Accountant 
General’s, and have been rightly taken. 

(e) 25 — Jails and Convict Settlements. — The very wide discrepancy of about 
Rs. 1 • 9 lakhs between the departmental and the Accountant General’s figures is 
due to the fact that the Jail Department authorities have taken the estimated 
figure instead of the actual expenditure on prisoners in Ahmedabad District in 
order to allow for prisoners transferred from other districts. Taking account of 
the entire Presidency expenditure excluding overhead charges, Rs. 12 per hundred 
persons is the average expenditure on Jails in the Bombay Presidency. Applying 
this to Ahmedabad District we have charged Rs. 1*069 lakhs ignoring both the 
departmental and the Accountant General’s figures. See also explanatory note 
(i d ) in the Revenue Statement No. XXII. 

(/) S3 — Public Health. — The Accountant General and the Departmental officers 
have been unable to reconcile the considerable difference, some of which is due to the 
departmental officers deducting rovenuo from expenditure. We have adopted the 
Accountant General’s figure after making a lump deduction of Rs. 15,000 on account 
of the Assistant Director in Ahmedabad who works for more than one District and 
who figures separately in our overhead charges. 

(g) 34 — Agriculture. — The discrepancy under 34 — Agriculture is mainly due to 
the fact that Accountant General’s figure includes also charges on account of officers 
{e.g. y Divisional Superintendent of Agriculture, Northern Division), who control 
three Districts in Gujerat. We aro satisfied that the departmental figures have 
been arrived at after taking due account of all factors and the benefit received by the 
District from the Department irrespective of amounts drawn from Ahmedabad 
Treasury. 

(h) 37 — Miscellaneous Departments and 47 — Miscellaneous . — As we have been 
able to get the actual figures of expenditure under the heads, we have adopted 
them, departing from the general procedure statod in paragraph 18 of the Report 
under these heads. 

(i) 41 — Civil Worley — The very wide discrepancy between the Accountant 
General’s and the Departmental officers’ figures is evidently due to the fact that the 
Accountant General’s figure represents disbursements at Ahmedabad Treasury on 
account of officers and establishments, while the Departmental officer’s figure in- 
cludes also works expenditure incurred by means of cheques. In any case as the 
expenditure on establishments and tools and plant together with other Presidency 
and circlo overhead charges, is being dealt with by us under the general heading 
‘ overhead charges,’ we have taken only the expenditure on “ original works '* 
and repairs under the head “ Buildings and roads, ” into account in our statement. 
These figures have been actually supplied to us in detail for the various years with 
which we are concerned. We have also taken into account the average annual 
amount of grants -in -aid to local bodies. 

( k ) 14 — Interest. — We have charged under this, the interest on up-to-date 
outlay on Irrigation works for which Capital and Revenue accounts are kept. 

(l) The discrepancies are comparatively minor and accounted for by the fact 
that the Accountant Genera ’s figures are based on three years’ averages, while the 
‘ Departmental’s ’ are on five years. 

(m) 32 — Medical. — The discrepancy between the departmental officer’s figure 
and the Accountant General’s figure is small and we have taken the former as 
our basis — vide (1). As, however, the departmental officer’s figure includes a 
sumicof about Rs. 1 lakh on account of ‘ Medical School * and 4 Mental Hospital * 
which constitute items of Provincial overhead charges (vide Statement III) wo 
have excluded that amount from the departmental) officer’s figures for the 
district. 



STATEMENT No. XXIV. 

(See paragraph 144.) 
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Explanations. 

(a) Under 44 V*Land Revenue ” the local officer’s figures have been taken as these 
represent the actual revenue realised in the District. The Accountant General’s 
figure includes a sum of some Rs. 9 lakhs on account of a book adjustment of 
44 alienated ” lancj revenue which is shown by him on the credit, or revenue side 
under “V-Land Revenue” and on the debit, or expenditure side under 44 22-General 
Administration.” It is on this account also that there is a difference of some 
Rs. 9 lakhs between the expenditure figure shown by the Accountant General 
under 44 22-General Administration ” and the figure of the local officer. 

(b) In the absence of satisfactory explanation for the difference, the Accountant 
General’s figure has been taken and divided between the Districts of Kaira and 
Panch Mahals in the proportion of the local officer’s figures of revenue for each 
district. 

(c) Under 44 Vll-Stamps ” we have taken the Accountant General’s figure as 
the local officer’s figure did not tako into account ‘‘refunds”. The Accountant 
General’s figure has been distributed in the proportion of the local officer’s figures 
for the districts, viz., 314 : 118. 

(d) There is no forest revenue in Kaira District. In this case we rounded the 
Accountant General’s figure and tookRs. 2,96,200 for the Panch Mahals district 
in the absence of any explanations for the difference betweeen the Accountant 
General’s figure and that of the local officer. 

(e) The difference being immaterial, we have decided to take the distributed 
figures of the local officer. 

(/) Under * Irrigation ’ revenue the difference being small, we have adopted 
the local officer’s figures as distributed by him after rounding them. 

(< 7 ) In the absence of satisfactory explanation for the difference, we have 
divided the Accountant General’s figure between the two Districts on the basis of 
population. 

(h) The figures in columns (2) and (5) are the latest revised figures reported by 
the Accountant General. The difference between the two is immaterial and we 
have taken the round figure of 16,000 and divided it in the proportion of the ex- 
penditure under the corresponding head. 

(k) As the local officer’s figures included certain recoveries to meet per contra 
credit on account of local;* und^, the Accountant General’s figure was adopted and 
divided between the two Districts on population basis. 

(?) As the Accountant General’s figure has since been accepted by the Collector 
as correct, this has been adopted and divided in the proportion of the local officer’s 
figures. 

(m) In the case of XVIII- Jails we have given credit for a share of the Presidency 
revenue on the basis of population. The actual revenue accruing from Jails in the 
Kaira and Panch Mahals Districts or the expenditure therein is not a good guide, 
as prisoners are transferred from one jail to another. 



(See paragraph 144.) 

statement showing the figures of expenditure of the Kaira and Panch Mahals Districts as furnished by the Accountant- 
General, Bombay, and the Locil Officers and the figures adopted by the Committee for each District. 


28S 
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See explanations overleaf. 
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Explanations. 

(а) This takes into account also expenditure under the head “ Land Records'** 
Under “ Land Revenue ” the Accountant Genera l’s figure shows an excess of Rs. 
21»390 while under Land Records his figure shows a deficit of Rs. 9, f 59. As the 
diff erences are probably due to adjustments between Land Revenue and Land 
Records wo have added to the Collector’s figures, the net excess in the Accountant 
General’s figure divided between the two districts proportionately. 

(б) Both the districts have a combined Excise officer and following the dis- 
tribution of the revenue figure we have divided the Accountant General’s expendi- 
ture figure between the two districts in the proportion of revenue of the districts 
under this head, i. e., 611 : 364. 

(c) The difference between the figures of the Accountant General and those of 
the local officer being small we have adopted the distributed figures of the local 
officer. 

(d) This expenditure relates only to the Panch Mahals District. The differ- 
ence is not large and as in the case of revenue we have taken a round figure. 

(e) XIII — Irrigation-working expenses . — Our figure represents the average 
annual expenditure on maintenance and repairs in respect of irrigation works for 
which capital accounts are kept plus 23 por cent, for establishment, etc., charges. 
This is based on separate details furnished by the local officer. 

(/) 14- Interest . — Represents interests on capital outlay on Irrigation works 
for which capital accounts are kept, details of which were separately furnished by 
the local officers. 

(g) 15-Irrigation . — We have ignored both the Accountant General’s and the 
local officer’s figures in the absence of any explanation of the discrepancy, and cal- 
culated, from the separate details furnished to us, the average expenditure on 
maintenance and repairs of Irrigation works for which neither capital nor revenue 
accounts are kept, plus 23 per cent, for establishment, etc., charges. 

( h ) See remarks regarding the revenue head V-Land Revenue ; after excluding* 
the sum of Rs. 9 lakhs roundly, representing adjustment on account of 4 alienated * 
land revenue , from the Accountant General’s figure the latter’s figure still showed 
an unexplained excess over the local officer’s figure, of some Rs. 38,000. As the 
Departmental figures were reported to exclude fund and other deductions, 
which should not have been excluded for our purposes, we have added this excess 
to the District figure in the proportion of the local officer’s figure under “ 22- 
General Administration ” for each district. 

( i ) Under “ 24- Administration of Justice ” the local officers’ figure for the 
Kaira District is eight times more than that of the Panch Mahals District. We 
presume that this is due to some of the courts in the Kaira District functioning for 
the Panch Mahals, and have accordingly decided that it would be fairer to divide 
the combined expenditure of the two districts on a population basis, i.e., roughly 
2*1. We have adopted the Accountant General’s figure for the purpose of division, 
as apparently the Departmental figure excludes some fund or other deductions. 

(j) In the case of 26- Jails we have dealt with the Kaira a ad Panch Mahals 
District expenditure in the same way as in the case of the Ahmedabad district, see 
relevant note in statement No. XXIII. 

(k) We have been unable to elicit any satisfactory explanation for the large 
discrepancy under the head 44 26-Police we have accordingly adopted the 
Accountant General’s figure and divided it proportionately between the two- 
districts on the basis of population. 

(Z) The Accountant General has verified his figure and reports it to be correct. 
We have accordingly divided it in the proportion of the local officer’s distribution. 

(w) The figures are the latest reported by the Accountant General. In this 
case the loca officer has given no separate figures for the two districts. We have 
taken the Accountant General’s figure as the local officer’s figure is net, i.e., after 
excluding deductions from pay on account of provident fund, etc. From this we 
have deducted the average of certain grants -in-aid to the Kapadvanj Municipality 
Be. 27,900) which affects Kaira only and divided the balance, ets., Rs. 67,700 between 
the two districts on a population basis ; the average of the grants -in-aid, 

Rs. 27,900 being added to the Kaira share. 
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(n) In this case no separate figures were furnished for the two Districts. The- 
Accountant General’s figure has been divided between the two Districts in the 
proportion of the land revenue of the two districts. 

(o) The Accountant General’s figures have been adopted as the local officer's 
figure is net, t.c., after excluding contributions to Provident Fund, etc. The 
Accountant General’s figure has been divided between the two districts in the pro- 
portion of the population, i.e., 2:1. 

(p) The Accountant General’s figure which has been verified and found to be 
correct, has been divided between the two districts on population basis. 

(q) The figures of the Accountant General have been verified and are correct. 
The distribution of the local officer’s figures has not been followed in this case as it 
does not prima facie appear to be correct. We have taken the Accountant 
General’s figure and apportioned it on the basis of population. 

(r) 41-Civil Works . — Our figures represent average expenditure on “ original 
works ” and repairs under the head “ Buildings and Roads ” which we have taken 
from the figures actually supplied to us in detail for the various years, and we 
have ignored the Accountant General’s and local officer’s figures, as they 
apparently take into account only cost of establishments but no works outlay. 
We have also added average annual expenditure on Grants-m-aid under 41 — Civil 
Works. 

(a) The differences in this case have not been reconciled ; the Accountant 
General’s figure has therefore been adopted and divided between the two districts 
in the proportion of the local officer’s figures. 

($) The Accountant General’s figure represents the cost of Income Tax 
department in the Kaira District alone, no expenditure being incurred from the 
Kaira Treasury for the Panch Mahals District. The latter District, for Income 
Tax purposes, is in the combined charge of the one Income Tax Officer at Broach , 
Separate figures have, therefore, been obtainable for the two Districts. 

(u) This applies only to the Kaira District. 
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STATEMENT No. XX 

(See paragraph 146.) 


Statement of average revenue of 20 villages of Napad Tappa in the Kaira 

District of Bombay. 



District figures 
as adopted by 

Basis 



Hoads of Account. 

the Committee, 

of 

Amount. 

Remarks. 


vide S( •'tem cut, 

apportionment. 




No. XXIV. 





Rs. 


Rs. 



* (a) Central. 



I. — Customs 


Computed. 

13,900 


II. — Taxes on 

02,100 


* 

•No actual reve- 

Income. 



nue reported. 

III. — Salt 

... 

Computod. 

6,400 

Imperial Excise^ 

... 

ft 

2,100 



(6) Provincial. 



V. — Land Revenue' 

18,23,600 

Actuals 

62,300 


VI. — Excise . 

6,10,700 

Population (44%) 

26,900 


VII. — Stamps 

S, 09,200 

w 

13,600 


IX. — Registration . 

60,100 

» 

2,200 


XIII. — Irrigation 

| 26,200 

Area (3*1%) 

800 


XIV.— Do. 



XVII. — Administra- 

52,400 

Population (4*4%) 

2,300 


tion of Justice. 




XVIII— Jails and 

20,700 


900 


Convict Settle- 
ments. 





XIX.— Police 

4,200 

tt 

200 


XXT. — Education . 

17,000 

ft 

700 


XXII.— Medical . 

20,300 

»* 

900 


XXIII.— P u b 1 i c 

12,400 


600 


Health. 




XXIV. — Agriculture . 

1,700 

Area (3*1%) 

100 


Co-operative 

300 

Population (4’4%) 

... 


XXVI. — Miscellaneous 

1,600 

» 

100 

fNo actuals 

Departments. 


* 

reported. Pro- 

X XX.— Civil Wo^ks 

30,800 

M 

t 

portion of 

district revenue 

XXXV.— Miscella- 

2,100 

t\ 

100 

cannot be 

neous. 




taken on any 
suitable basis. 
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STATEMENT No. XXVII. 

[See paragraph 146.) 


Statement of average expenditure of 20 villages of Napad Tappa in the 
Kaira District of Bombay. 


Heads of Account. 

District figures 
as adopted by 
the Committee, 
vide statement 
No. XXV. 

Basis of 
apportionment. 

Amount. 

Remarks. 


Rs. 

(a) Central 

Rs. 


1. — Customs 

... 

Computed. 

300 


2. — Income Tax 

21,000 

* 

* As we are giv- 

8. — Salt 

Computed. 

800 

ing no credit 

28, — Ecclesiastical 

200 

(&) Provincial. 


for revenue, 
vide statement 
No. XXVI, no 
expenditure is 
being charged 

6. — Land Revenue . 

1,49,000 

Actuals. 

7,600 

under 2 — Taxes 

6. — Excise 

1,86,000 

6,400 

Population (4'4%) 

8,200 

on Income. 

7. — Stamps 

» 

200 


9. — Registration 

28,100 

>* 

1,200 


XIII. — Irrigation — 
Working Expenses. 

22,400 

Area (3-1%) 

700 


14. — Interest 

29,000 


900 


15. — Irrigation 

41,300 

» 

1,800 


22. — General Adminis- 

6,30,600 

Population (4'4%) 

23,300 


trillion. 




24. — Administration of 

1,64,600 


6,800 


Justice. 



25. — Jails and Convict 
Settlements. 

85,300 

i n 

t 

I 

3,800 

i 

26. — Police 

4,72,600 

i 

i »> 

20,8C0 1 


81. — Education 

7,07,600 

I » 

31,100 


82. — Medical 

60,300 


2,200 


83. — Public Health . 

73,000 

1 »» 

8,200 


84. — Agriculture 

30,200 

Land Revenue 
(3‘4%) 

1,000 


Co-operative . 

14,200 

Population (4 f 4%) 

600 


Veterinary . , 

87. — Miscellaneous 

8,300 

300 

! >» 

400 


Departments. 





41. — Civil Works • 

2,68,700 

i 

10, lOOf 

fRepresents pro- 

47. — Miscellaneous .. 

11,100 

Population (4’4%) 

500 

portion, based 
on population 
of average 

annual expen- 
diture on roads 
in the Kaira 
District (vide 
Statement No. 
XLIV) and 

of grants-in- 
aid to local 
bodies. There 
are np Govern- 
ment buildings 
as far as we are 
aware. 

Survey Settlement 

2,200 

Land Revenue. 

t 

100 
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STATEMENT No. XXVIII. 


(See paragraph 146.) 

Statement of ’average revenue of the six “ Gaekwar* s Daskroi ” villages 
in the Kaira District of Bombay. 


Head of Account. 

District figures 
as adopted by 
the Committee, 
vide Statement 
No. XXIV. 

Basis of 
apportionment. 

Amount. 

Remarks. 


Rs. 

(a) Central. 

Rs. 


I — Customs . 

... 

Compute 

1,600 


II. — Taxes on 

Income. 

62,100 

• •• 

*... 

*No actual re- 
venue reported. 

III. — Salt . 


Computed. 

1,200 


Imperial Excises . 


» 

400 




(6) Provincial. 



V.— Land Re- 
venue. 

VI. — Excise 

VII. — Stamps . 

IX, — Registration. 
XIII. — Irrigation . 

XIV. — Irrigation , 
XV II. — A dmi nistra- 
tion of Justice, 
XVIII. — Jails and 

Convict Settlements. 
XIX. — Police 

XXI. — Education . 
XXII.— Medical 

XX III. -Public 
Health. 

XXIV. — Agriculture 
Co-operative 
XXVI. — Miscellaneous 
Departments. 

18,23,600 

6,10,700 

3,00,200 

50,100 

j 26,200 

52.400 

20,700 

4,200 

17,000 

20,300 

12.400 

1,700 

300 

1,600 

Actuals. 

Population (*8%) 
» 

Area (1*4%) 

Population (*8%) 

it 

ii 

»> 

» 

ii 

Area (1*4%) 
Population (*8%) 

20,000 

4,900 

2,500 

400 

400 

400 

200 

”100 

200 

100 


XXX. — Civil Work* 

30,300 

... 

f... 

fNo actual re- 
venue reported* 

XXXV,— Miscel lan- 
eous. 

2,100 

Population (*8%) 

... 

i 
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STATEMENT No. XXIX. 
( See paragraph 146.) 


Statement of average expenditure of the 6 “ Gaekwar's Daskroi ” villages 
in the Kaira District of Bombay. 


Heads of Account. 

District figures 
as' adopted by 
the Committee, 
vide statement 
No. XXV. 

Basis of 
apportionment. 

Amount, 

Remarks. 

1. — Customs 

Rs. 

! 

(a) Central 

Computed 

Rs. 


2. — Taxes on Income . 

21,000 

... 

As we are giving 

8.— Salt . 


Computed 

200 

no credit for 
revenue, vido 

28. — Ecclesiastical 

200 


Statement No. 
XXVIII, no 

g. — Land Revenue . 

1.49.000 

1.86.000 

! 

(6) Provincial. 

Actuals . . 

1,600 

expenditure is 
being charged 
under 2- Taxes 
on Income. 

6. — Excise 

Population (0*8%) 

1,500 


7. — Stamps 

5,400 


... 


9. — Registration 

28,100 


200 


XIII. — Irrigation — 

22,400 

Area (1-4%) . 

300 


Working Expenses. 




14. — Interest . 

29,000 

Area (1-4%) 

400 


15. — Irrigation. 

41,300 

Area (1*4%) 

600 


22. — General Adminis- 

5,30,600 

Population (’8%) 

4,200 


tration. 




24. — Administration of 

1,54,600 


1,200 


Justice. 



25. — Jails and Convict 

86,800 


700 


Settlements. 




26. — Police 

31. — Education • 

32. — Medical 

4.72.600 

7.07.600 
60,300 

\ M 

3,800 

5,700 

400 


33. — Public Hea .| 

73,000 


600 


34. — Agricultur . 

80,200 

Land Revenue 

300 


Co-operative 

14,200 

Population (*8%) 

100 


Veterinary 

8,800 

|| 

100 


37 . — M iscellaneous 

500 

|| 



Departments. 





41. — Civil Works * . 

2,08,700 

• •• 

1,800* 

* Represents pro- 

47.— Miscellaneous . 

11,100 

Population (*8%) 

I 

j 

100 

portion based 




on population 
of average 

annual expen- 
diture on roads 
in the Kaira 
District (vids 
Statement No* 
XLIV) and of 
grants-in-aid to 
local bodies. 


296 




297 



«o 

J 



i $ 


m 

pa 


J— % « 

p * 6 

6 

. fS f 

«3 £ 

^8 * 

ga fe 

S§ *3 

5>U $ 


.s © 




§* s 
|| 8 
*« § 
flf i 

Q<£ 60 

nz '% 

a « o 


p « 


g 

.a 

£ 


<u « 

,a o> 


s« 
.1 £ 
33 


<V -m 

5 ; 


£§„•££ 

ej e «u p <» 

© &S?&J 

hH ^ H-S 


511 


ej rt 

2§S§* 

gg«gS 

g « fl ® o 

3 S 60 g 6 cmS 

*1 " fej S-s 

§.S5g5fj 

S 00 00 21 52 fc. 

3?55s;i. 

•csjua 
2 2; >- £ 
rSMS' 


5-3^3 * 



STATEMENT No. XXX— contd. 


298 



S fiftf f£ - 


1 «3 5 

a 


•9 ® <* 


p5» S3 ' | 
S 



£99 


% STATEMENT No. XXXI. 

(S& paragraph 146.) 


Statement showing average revenue of half the North and South 
Daskroi Taluka and Ahmedabad City. 


Head of account 

Average 

annual 

revenue. 

Remarks. 

(a) Central. 

Rs. 


I. — Customs 

16,83,800* 


II. — Taxes on Income .... 

10,68,600 

Except where otherwise stated 
the figures adopted by us 

III. — Salt ••«... 

42,000* 

are Departmental figures 
which were calculated gen- 

Imperial Excises — 

erally according to the 
principles enunciated by us 

Pstrol . . • t 

9,300* 

in Chapter II ; special 

Kerosene ..... 

4,900* 

explanatory remarks have 
been added where necessary. 

(b) Provincial. 



V. — Land Revenue .... 

2,42,900 

♦Computed by the Com 

VI.— Excise 

7,93,600 

mittee. 

VII.— Stamps < 

2,54,200 


IX. — Registration • . . • 

18,100 


IX-A. — Scheduled Taxes, , 

17,700 


XIII.-— Irrigation .... 




f 2,700 


XIV.— Do. .... 


XVII. — Administration of Justice 

24,500 


XVIII. — Jails and Convict Settlements . 

12,400 

(1) District figure has been 

XIX.— Police 


apportioned on the popula- 

5,000 

tion basis. 

XXI — Education ..... 

53,600 


XXII.— Medical 

8,400 


XXIII.— Public Health . 

4,100 


XXIV. — Agriculture .... 

600 


Co-operative .... 

400 


Veterinary . 

... 


XXVI. — Miscellaneous Departments 

13,300 


XXX.— Civil WorkB .... 

3,100 


XXXV. — Miscellaneous .... 

1,800 
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STATEMENT No. XXXII. 


{See paragraph 146.) 

Statement showing the average expenditure on account of half of the 
North and South Daskroi Taluka and Ahmedabad City. 


2 

Head of 

Account. 

Average annual 
Expenditure. 

Remarks. 


Rs. 


(a) Central 



1. — Customs .... 

34,400* 

Except where otherwise stated 
the figures adopted by us are 
those furnished by the depart- 
mental . officers which were 
calculated generally on the 
principles laid down by us in 
Chapter II. Special explanatory 
remarks have been given where 
necessary. 

2. — Taxes on Income . 

34,300 


3. — salt . 

5,000* 

* Computed cost of collection. 

(6) Provincial. 



6. — Land Revenue 

29,300 


6.— ►Excise .... 

15,900 


7.— Stamps .... 

10,300 


9.— Registration . . . 

4,900 


9-A. — Scheduled Taxes 

600 


XIII — Irrigation — Working ex- 

penses 

14,300 


14. — Interest .... 

11,800 


15. — Irrigation . • 

1,200 

* 


801 


Statement showing the average expenditure on account of half of the 
North and South Daskroi Taluka and Ahmedabad City — concld. 


Head of 

Account. 

Average aimnal 
Expenditure. 

Remarks. 

i 

Rs. 


22. — General Administration 

90,500 

- 

24, — A d ministration of J ustice 

77,200 


25. — Jails and Convict Settlements 

24,800 

(1) The expenditure of the entire 


Presidency under this head ex- 
cluding Provincial overhead 
charges has been apportioned on 
tho population basis. 

26. — Police .... 

3,09,200 


31. — Education .... 

3,43,500 


32. — Medical .... 

27,800 


33. — Public Health . . 

16,600 

(2) We have made a lump deduc- 
tion from tbe Accountant 
General’s figure for the district 
on account of the Assistant 
Director <-f Public health and 
apportioned the balance on the 
population basis vide{*) in 
Statement No. XXIII. 

34. — Agriculture 

17,800 


Co-operative . . 

3,300 


Veterinary .... 

6,100 


36.— Industries . . • 

... 


37. — Miscellaneous 

15,200 


41. — Civil Works 

1,40,100 

(3) Average cost of repairs and 
renewals on buildings and roads 
is Rs. 59,300 and the average 
. cost of original works Ri. 
08,700 vide (t) in Statement 
No, XXIII, Balance represents 
grants-in-aid to local bodies. 

-47. — Miscellaneous 

4,600 


Survey and Settlement . 

900 

(4) The average cost of last two 
.settlements of h*lf the Daskroi 
taluks has been divided by 60 to 
arrive at the average annual 
expenditure {vide para 20). 


8C2 

STATEMENT No. XXXIII. 
(See paragraph 146.) 


Statement showing average revenue of Gogha Mahal. 


Head of Account. 


Average 

annual 

revenue. 

Remarks. 

(a) Central 

I. — Customs ..... 


lis. 

13,400* 

Except where otherwise stated 

II. — Taxes on income . . . 


2,100 

the figures adopted by ns 
are those furnished by the 

III. — Salt — • 


6, 200* 

departmental officers which 
were calculated generally 

Imperial Excises — - 

Petrol .... 


1400* 

on the principles laid down 
by us in Chapter II. Special 

Kerosene .... 


700* 

explanatory remarks have 

(b) Provincial 

V. — Land Revenue 


44,500 

been added, where necessary 
as footnotos. 

VI. — Excise . . . 


18,900 


VII. — Stamps .... 

• 

2,900 


VIII.— Forest .... 

. 

... 


IX. — Registration .... 

• 

300 


XIII. — Irrigation .... 




XIV.— Do 


• ft 


XVII. — Administration of Justice 

• 

3,300 


XVIII. — Jails aud Convict Settlement 

• 

1,800(1) 


XIX.— Police .... 

• , 

700 


XXI. — Education .... 


... 


XXII.— Medical .... 


1,1C0 


XXIIL— Public Health . 


600(2) 


XXIV. — Agriculture 




Co-operative • • 




Veterinary • 


• •• 


XXV. — Industries .... 


• «l 


XXVI, — Miscellaneous Departments 


... 


XXX.— Civil Works 


100 


XXXV.— Miscellaneous . . 


... 



♦Computed by the Committee. 

(1) District figure*allocated on population bails. 

(2) District figure allocated on population basis. 
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STATEMENT No. XXXIV. 


{See paragraph 146.) 


Statement showing 1 average expenditure of Gogha Mahal. 


Head of Account. 



A verago 
annual 
expenditure. 

Remarks. 

(a) Central 

1.— Customs .... 



Rs. 

300* 

Except where otherwise 

2. — Taxes on Income . . 

. 

. 

400 

stated, the figures adopted 

3. — Salt . 


. 

800* 

k by us are those furnished 

(6) Provincial. 

6. — Land Kevenue 



3,100 

by the departmental officers 
and wore calculated gene- 
rally according to the prin- 
ciples laid down by us in 

6. — Excise .... 

. 

, 

1,200 

Chapter II. Special ex- 

7. — Stamps .... 


. 

... 

planatory remarks have 
been added, where neces* 

9. — Registration • . 

• 

• 

1,200 

8a ry as foot notes. 

XIII — Irrigation — 





Working expenses 



800 


14. — Interest 



... 


15. — Irrigation 



”‘9,100 


22. — General Administration . 



; 

24. — Administration of Justice 



10,300 


25, — Jails and Convict Settlements 



(1) 3,700 


26. — Police • . . 

• 


12,500 


31. — Education . . . 



22,900 


32. — Medical 



6,300 


33. — Public Health • 

• 


(2) 2,400 


84 — Agriculture . 



1,200 


Co-operative . . 



200 


Veterinary . • 

35. — Industries . • 

• 


700 


87. — Miscellaneous Departments 

• 

• 

’** 2,000 


41. — Civil Works . 



(3) 43,400 


47. — Miscellaneous . 

• 

• 

’(4) 200 


Survey and Settlement • . 

• 

• 



* Computed cost of collection. 

(1) Represents proportion of the expenditure of the whole Presidency excluding 
Provincial overhead charges — -vide (e) in Statement No, XXIII, 

( 2 ) District expenditure apportioned on population basis — vide (/) in Statement 
No. XXIII. 

(3) Includes the expenditure of Dhandhuka Taluka also. Average of Maintenance 
and repairs Rs. 29,500. Average of original works Rs. 7,000, plus grants-in-aid to local 
bodies. 

(4) This includes the share of Dhandhuka Taluka also. The cost of last two settle- 
ments of the two talukas has been divided by 60 to arrive at the average annual cost. 
(See paragraph 20.) 
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STATEMENT No. XXXV. 

(See paragraph 146.) 

'Statement showing average revenue of Dhandhuka Taluka after exclud- 
ing Dbandla village. 


Head of Account. 


(a) Central 

I. — Customs ..... 

II. — Taxes ou Income 

III. - -Salt 

Imperial Excises — 

Petrol 
Keroseno . 

(ft) Provincial 

V — Land Keveuuo 

VI. Excise ..... 

VII. -- stamps . 

IX — Registration ...» 
XIII — legation . 

XIV. — Irrigation .... 

XVII. — Administration of Justice . 

XVI II. — Jails and Convict Settlements 

XIX.— Police 

XXI. — Education .... 

XXII. — Medical .... 
XXIII. —Public Health . 

XXIV. — Agriculture 

Co-operative 

Veterinary 

XXV. — Industries 

XXVI. — Miscellaneous Departments 
XXX.— Civil Wovks 

XXXV. — Miscellaneous 


Average 

annual 

revenue. 


Remarks. 


Rs. 


40,600* J Except where otherwise 
6,300 | stated, the figures adopted 
17,700* | by ua are those furnished 
I by the departmental officers 
j and worked out generally on 
j the principles enunciated 
4,000*1 by us i n Chapter II. 

Special explanatory remarks 
2,11)0*, have been added, where 
j necessary, as footnotes. 


1,90,900 

45,200 

21400 

5,000 


9,800 
(1) 5,200 
2,000 


3,800 ; 
(1) 1,300 I 


400 ! 
300 I 


♦Computed by the Committee. 

(1) Proportion of the revenue of the district allocated on population b M is. 


STATKSHSN^Nd. XXXVI 


(Sec 


paragraph 146) 


Statement showing average expenditure of Dhandhuka Taluka after 
excluding I)h mtlla village* 


Head of Account. 

Average 

annual 

expenditure. 

Remarks. 


Rs. 


(a) Central. 



1. — Customs ..... 

SCO* 

Except where otherwise 

2. — Taxes of Income .... 

3. — Salt ...... 

1,300 

2)100* 

stated, the figures adopted by 
us are those furnished by 

(b) Provincial. 

5. — Land Revenue .... 

16,200 

the departmental officers 
and worked out generally 
on the principles explained 
in Chapter II. Special, 
explanatory remarks have 

fl.~ Excise 

6,100 

been added, where necessary. 

7.— Stamps ...... 

600 


9.— Registration ..... 

8,400 


XIII. — Irrigation — 



Working expenses # 

2,400 


*4,— Interest . . , . ♦ 



16. — Irrigation ... 

22. — General Administration . 

"'28,000 


24,— Administration of Justice 

2-j. — J ails and Convict Settlements . 

30,800 
(1) 10,800 


26, — Police .... 

37,600 


31,— Education , . . . 

77,700 


32,— Medical • ... 

19,400 


33.— Public Health .... 

(2) 7,000 


34. — Agriculture ..... 

3,600 


Co-operative 

400 


Veterinary . . . , . 

2,900 


36,— Industries 



87. — Miscellaneous Departments , 

6,100 


41. — Civil Works ..... 

(3) 


47, — Miscellaneous .... 

2,600 



* Computed cost of collection. 


(1) Presidei.cv expenditure apportioned on population basis vide (e) iu statement 
No. XXIII. 

(2) District expenditure apportioned on population basis tide (/) in statement 
No. XX1I1. 

(3) Included in the expenditure of Go glia vfde Statement XXXIV. 
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^STATEMENT No. XXXVII. 

(See paragraph 146 .) 

Statement showing average revenue of the three Gaekwar’s Daskroi 
villages in Sanand Taluka (Tajpur, Sonathal and Soila). 


Head of Account. 

Ahmedabad 

District 

figuros. 

Basis 

of 

apportionment. 

Share 
of the 
villages. 

Remarks. 

(a) Central 





I.— Customs 

... 

Computed. 

400 


III.— Salt 

... 

Ditto 

300 | 


Imperial Excises 

... 

Ditto 

100 


(b) Provincial. 





V.— Land Revenue . 

16,86,900 

: 

i 

Actuals.* 

7,700 

•Actual Revenue of 
Soila and Sonathal. 
The revenue of Taj- 
pur was estimated 
at i/3rd of the re- 
venue of 3 villages, 
Chenpur, Limbadia 
and Taj pur. 

VI. — Excise 

17,43,600 

Population 0*2 
per cent, of 
the District. 

3,600 


VI I. — Stamps , 

6,38,000 

Ditto, 

1,300 


IX.- -Registration 

t>9,uOO 

Ditto. 

100 


X V 11.— Administration 
o? Justice. 

900 

Ditto. 

£00 


XIX. — Police . 

20,100 

Ditto. 





SO 1 

STATEMENT No. XXXVIII. 


(See paragraph 146*) 


Statement showing average expenditure of the three Gaekwar's Da«k*oi 
villages in Sanand Taluka \Tajpur, Sonathal and Soila). 


Hoad of Account. 

\bmedabad 

District 

figures. 

Basis 

ot 

appoi tionment. 

Share 
of the 
villages. 

Remark}*. 

(a) Central 

1 — Customs . . 





8. — Salt 

... 

... 

... 


(A) Provincial. | 

1 




5. — Land Revenue . 1 

1 1,17,100 

Proportion of 

600 


1 

6. — Excise • 

| 

89,300 

revenue. 46 per 
cent. 

Population 0*2 

200 


7 — Stamps 

l 

* 23,300 

per cent. 

Ditto. 

... 


y. — Registration 

1 29,600 

j 

Ditto. 

100 


22. — General Adminis- 

3,86,100 

Ditto. 

8C0 


tration. 





24. — Administration of 

3,08,700 

Ditto.- . 

600 


J ustice. 




26.— Jails and Convict 


Ditto. 

*200 

♦Presidency expendi- 

Settlements. 

26.— Police . # 

8,11,600 

Ditto. 

1,600 

ture distributed on 
population basis 

Rs. 12 per 100 of 
population. 

31.— Education 

12,27,900 

Ditto. 

2,500 


32. — Medical . 

2,13,800 

Ditto. 

400 


33. — Pnblic Health • 

75,300 

Ditto. 

; 100 


41. — Civil Works 



* 100 

♦Share of Government 





grants in-aid to local 
bodies apportioned on 
population basis. 


v 2 
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STATEMENT 

(See para, 

Consolidated statement showing the calculation of Revenue and 
I.-' Bevenne. 


Net 

Revenues 

of 


Head of Account 

Revenue 
of ' 

Deductions ou account of non -ceded areas. 

\hmedabd 

District 

as 

adopted 
by the 
Committee 
ni / e 

Statement 
Vo. XXII. 

s 1 

o 

S 

<0 . 

H 
^ H 

?a 

ft 

Si i 

Cfi W 

** 

- 0 
.£ z'. 

gg 

J S 

4* ~ 

p re 

0.5S I c, . 

u & ■§ .« S M 

* I ** X M f bd 

-J*H I -SR 

Total 

Deductions. 




(i) Central, 


I.— Customs 

40,09,100 

13,1(0 

40,6' '0 

16,83,800 : 400 

17,38,200 

II. — Taxes on Income . 

22,06,90* I 

2, 100 

6,300 

10,68,600 : .. 

10,77,000 

III. — Salt . 

1,80,600 

6,200 

17,700 

42,000 I 300 

60,200 

Imperial Excises — 




1 

l 


Petrol 

40,100 

1.40 0 

4,000 

9,300 | ... 

14,700 

Kerosene , 

20,900 

700 

2,100 

4.900 | 100 

7,800 

Total 

64,17,600 

23,800 

70 700 

28,08,600 1 800 

| 29,03,900 | 


V. — Land Revenue .1 16,8^,900 
VI. — Excise . . 17,43,5a) 

VII. — Stimps . 6,38,800 

IX. — Registration . 59,000 

IX- A. —Scheduled Taxes 35,400 

XIII.— Irrigation *) 

[ 12,200 

XIV.- Do. . ) 

XVII— Administration . 97/JOO 
of Justice. 

XVIII. — Jails and Con- 52,100 
vict Settlements. 

XIX.— Police . . 20,100 

XXL— Education . 1,07,100 

XXII.— Medical . . 38,400 

XXIII. — I’wblic Health 19,000 

XXIV.— Agriculture . 9,990 

C<>-operati\o . 400 

Veterinary 


(ii) Provincial 

44,500 *1,90,900 2, 42, <*00 

18,9C0 45,200 7,93,500 

2,900 21,400 2,54,200 

300 5,600 18,100 

17,700 


7,700 4,86,000 12,00,900 

3,500 8,61,100 8,82,400 

1,300 2,82,800 3,55,800 

100 24,100 34,900 

17,700 17,700 


3,300 9, SCO 24,500 200 37,800 60,100 

1,800 5,200 12,400 19,400 32700 


700 2,000 

1,100 3,300 

600 1,800 


XXVI. — V iseollaneou- 

m-partmonts. 

26/00 


... 

13,300 

... 

I3,3CO 

13,300 

XXX. — C nil Wot k* 

13.U0 

100 

100 

3,110 


1 3/IC0 

0 500 

XXXV. — H iscellaneinn , 

j 3,900 


300 

1.8C0 


2, ICO 

1 

1,800 

Total 

j 45,59,70" 

71,20) 

2,8‘MXO 

1 1,56,300 

12,800 

18,32,300 

27,27,400 


19,400 32,700 

7;700 12,400 

53,600 33,500 

12,8C0 20,600 

6,500 13,100 


No. XXXIX. ♦ 

graphs 146 and 147). 

Expenditure of the ceded territories in the Ahmedabad District . 

II.— Expenditure. 


Head of Account. 


I JSxpendi* j 
bare of . 
Ahmedabad 
i District 

I M I 

j adopted , 

| by the 
Committee 
vide i 
' Statement j 
No. XXIII. ! 


Deductions on aecoui.t of non-ceded area. 



. Total 
Deductions. 


1 Net 
I Expend!* 

' ture of 
Ahuiodabad 
ceded area. 





J 

li) Central 


’ 


1. Customs 

81,910 

300 

800 

64,100 

... 

35,500 

46,400 

2. tfaxes on Income . 

1,06,100 

400 

1,300 

34,300 

.. 

36,000 

70,100 

3. Salt 

2,1700 

800 

2,100, 

5/100 

... 

. 7,900 

13,800 

Total 

2,09.700 

1,500 

4, *00 

73,700 

... 

79,400 

1,80,300 

5. Land Revenue 

1,17,100 

3,100 

(U) 

16,200 

Provincial 

29,300 

500 

i . ‘ 

49,100 

68,000 

6. Exc»>o . 

89,300 

1,200 

6, ICO 

, 15,900 

’ 2C0 

23,400 

‘ 65,900 

7. Stnmps 

23,300 

... 

500 

10,300 

... 

10,800 

12,500 

9. Registration . 

29,6C0 

1,200 

3,400 

4,900 

100 

9,600 

20/ 00 

9-A. Scheduled Taxes . 

1,300 

... , 


600 

... 

GCO 

700 

XIII. — Irrigation 








Woikin ex- 

87,2'. 0 

810 

2,400; 

14,300 

. , * 

17,500 

69,700 

peuses. 








14. Interest 

66,400 

... 

... 

11,800 

... 

11,800/ 

54,600 

15. Irrigation 

12,700 



1,200 


1,2C0 

11,500 

22. General Adam. 

3,8n,l00 

9,100 

28,000 

9*, 500 

800 

1,34,400 

2,51,700 

24. Admn. of Justico . 

3,08,700 

10,300 

30,800 

77,200 

600 

1,18,900 

1,89,800 

25. Jails and Convict 

1,06,900 

3,700 

10,500 

24,800 

200 

39,200 

67,700 

Settlements. 







26. Polico . 

8,11,600 

12,500 

37,500 

3,09,200 

1,600 

3,60,800 

4,50,800 

31. Education 

12,27,900 

22,900 

77,700 

3,43,500 

2,500 

4,46,600 

53,900 

7,81,300 

32. Medical . «. 

1,70,900 

6,300 

19,100 

27,800 

400 

1,17,000 

83. Public Health . 

75,300 

* 2,400 

7,000 

10,600 

100 

26,100 

49,200 

•34, Agriculture . 

35,800 

1,200 

3,500 

17,800 

... 

22,500 

' 13,300 

Co-operative 

7,300 

200 

400 

3,300 


3,900 

3,400 

Veterinary . 

16,500 

700 

2,900 

6, ICO 


9,700 

6,800 

37. Miscellaneous De- 

60,700 

2,000 

6, HO 

15,200 


23,800 

37,400 

partment. 




41. Civil Works . 

4,41,300 

43,400 


1,40,100 

100 

1,88,600' 

2,57,700 

47. Miscellaneous 

19,100 

... 

2,500 

4.6C0 

1 ... 

7,100 

12,000 

Survey and Settlement . 

4,400 

200 

l 


9C0 

! 

1,100 

3,300 

Total . 

40,99,400 

1,21 2C0 

2,54,900 

11,71,900 

• 7, lot) 

15,55,100 

25,44,300 



STATEMENT No. XL. 

(See paragraphs 159 and 161.) 

Statement showing the average annual revenue and expenditure of the 
Kadod Pavgana, Surat District, Bombay. 


Revenue, 

Expenditure . 


Head of Account. 

Amount. 

Head of Account. 

Amount. 

'' 


Rs. 


Rs. 

Indirect. 


(«) 

Central. 


I. — Customs 


8,500 

1 Custom* 

200 

HI.- -Salt . 


3,800 

?. Salt 

400 

Imperial Excises: — 





Petrol . • , 


800 



Kerosene , 

. 

40 J 



Direct. 





II. —Taxes on Income 1 

• 

8,100 

: # . Taxes on Income . 

300 

Total 

• 

16,600 

Total 

900 



<») 

Provincial. 


V.— Land Revenue . 

. 

80,100 

5. Land Revenue 

1,800 

VI. — Excise 

. 

28,200 

6. Excise 

1,200 

VII.— Stamps . , 


12,500 

7. Stamps . . 

200 

IX. — Registration 


800 

9. Registration .... 

400 

il. — Administration 
Justice. 

of 

1,300 

22. General Administration . 

19,900 

XVIII Jails and Conv»cts 


24. Administration of Justice 

5,000 

Settlements. 



2J. Jails and Convict Settlements . j 

200 

XIX.— Police 


400 

26. Police 1 

8,500 

XXI.— Education 


800 

31. Education . . . . ■ 

21,300 

XXII. — Medical . 


700 

32. Medical 

2,400 

XXIII.— Public Health . 


100 

33. Public Health 

1,300 

XXIV. — Agriculture 


800 

34. Agriculture .... 

5,000 

XXXV.— M iscollancouB , 

• 

300 

47. Miscellaneous 

2,700 

Total 

• 

1,26,000 

Total , | 

1 

69,900 
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STATEMENT XL! 



STATEMENT 
{See pan 

Consolidated Statement showing the result of valuation of the ceded territories in 


Berwrae. 


Head of Account 

Revenue of ceded territory in — 

Kaira, vide 
Statement 

No. XXX. 

Ahmed abad, 
vide Statement 
No. XXXIX. 

Kadod, vide 
Statement 

No. XL. 

Total Revenue. 


(i) Central. 




Rs. 

Rs. 

Ra. 1 

Rs. 

I. — Custom* .... 

10,47,200 

22,70,900 

8,500 j 

83,26,600 

II,— Taxes on Income * 

62,400 

11,29,900 

3,100 j 

11,95,400 

|II.— Salt 

1,36,600 

1,14,400 

3,800 , 

2,64,800 

Imperial Excises . . , , 

46,200 

38,500 i 

1,200 

i 

85,900 


12,82,400 

36,53,700 | 

16,600 

48,62,700 


(11) Proi 

facial. 



V,— Land Revenue 

17,41,300 

12,00 900 

80,100 ! 

\ 

30,22,300 

VI.— Excise . 

5,78,900 

8,82,400 

28,200 

| 14,89,500 

VII.— Stamps . 

2,03,100 

3,55,800 

12,600 

6,61,400 

IX.— Registration . 

47,500 

34,900 

800 

83,200 

IX-A. — Scheduled Taxes 


17,700 


17,700 

XIII.— Irrigation 

) 





V 25,000 

9,500 

• •t 

34,500 

XIV, — Irrigation 

) 




XVII. — Administration of Justice . 

49,700 

60,100 

1,300 

1,11,100 

XVIII, — Jails and Convict Settle- 

19,600 

32,700 


52,300 

ments. 





XIX. — Police 

4,000 

12,400 

400 

16,800 




M3 


graphs 147 and 168). 

Ahmtdabad and Kaira Districts and the Kadod Pargana, in the Bombay Presidency 

Expenditure. 

in * Formula 

for chIcu- Amount 
Total ex* l&ting of ovor* 

penditure over-head head and 
excluding charges, general 

over- head vide charges 

and general Statement debitable, 
charges. No. III. 


(i) Central 



Rs. 

Rs. 

Rs. 

Rs. 

fcs. 

Rs. 

Sl 

1. Customs 

21,400 

46,400 

200 

68,000 

... 

••• 

68,000 

2. Taxes on income 

21,000 

70,100 

300 

91,400 

3*6%* 

l,200f 

92,600 

3. Salt 

16,400 

13,800 

400 

30,600 

. . 

... 

30,800 

23. Audit 

... 




... 

70,800 

70.800(a) 

28. Ecclesiastical . 

200 



200 



200 

37. Census . 



... 


... 

4,500 

t *> 

4.500(a) 

41. Civil Works 

7,100 ! 



7,100 



7,100 

45 Su pci animation 
allowances and 

Pi nsi.ms. 

I 

1 


... 

i 

... 

16,900 

1(1, 900(o) 

47. Miscellaneous . 

i 

... 



| 

.. 


1 

60, ICO 

1,30,300 

900 

1,07,300 

i 

93,100 

2,90,700 


(ii) Provincial. 


5. Land Revenue , | 

1,39,800 1 

68,000 

1,800 

2,09 ,GC0 , 

•0p4 (r + e) 

12,900 

2.22.600 

6. Excise . • | 

1,76,300 i 

65,900 

1,200 

2,43,400 

*029 (r + e) 

50,300 

2,93,700 

7. Stamps . j 

5,200 

12,500 

200 

17,900 

003 (r+e) 

2,000 ! 

19,900 

8. Forest . | 





02 (r + e) 



8a. Forest capital j 




... 



outlay. 

i 







9. Registration , I 

26,700 j 

1 20,000 

400 

47,100 

025 (r + e) 

3,300 

50,400 

PA. Scheduled Taxes 


700 . 


7C0 

•OOlxpJ 

O) 

700 

XIII.— Irrigation 

2i,400 | 

69,700 


91,100 

91,100 

working ex- 

: 1 


i 

1 


1 


penses. 

„ l 





i 


14. Intel est . 

27,700 

54,600 


82,300 



82,300 

15. Irrigation 

39,400 

11,500 


i 60,900 

... 

... j 

50,900 


* Ceded territory revenue is 3*6% of Presidency revenue under this head. 


t Represents proportion of cost of Commissioner of Income-tax based on revenue. 

(а) See paragraph 29. 
t P-12, 56, 300, 

(б) The head 9A Scheduled taxes affects only Ahmedabad. In view of the 

direct expenditure no addition ha& been made on account of overhead 
charges., 


Expenditure of ceded territor 


Ahmed a- 

Head of Account. Kai M bad, vide 
Statement i statement 

No. XXX.’ XXXIX. 


Ksdod, 
vide 
State- 
ment 
No. XL. 


I Total 
| charges of 
the ceiled 
I territories 
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STATEMENT 
{See para 

Statement showing (he result of valuation of the ceded territories in Ahnudabad 

Revenue. 




Revenue of ceded territory in— 


Head of Account. 

Kaiva, tide 

l 

| Abmcdabad, 

Kadod, vide 



Statement 

f vie Statement 

Statement 

Total Revenue, 


No. XXX. 

1 No. XXXIX. 

1 

No. XL. 

1 




(ii) Provincial— co»to. 




Rs. 

Rs. 

Rs. 

Rs. 

XXI. — Education . 

16,200 

63,500 

800 

70,600 

XXII.— Medical . 

19,200 

20,600 

700 

40,600 

XXIII.— Public Health . 

11,800 

13,100 

100 

2fi,000 

XXIV.— Agriculture 

1,600 

9,200 

800 

11,000 

Co-operative 

300 

... 


300* 

Veterinary 

... 



... 

XXV I .— Miscellaneous Departments 

1,600 

13,300 


14,800 

XXX. — Civil Work* . 

30,300 

9,600 

... 

89,800 

IXXV . — Miscellaneous . 

2, COO 

1,800 

3C0 

4,100 

! 

; 

Totals 

28,42,000 

27,27,400 

1,26,000 

66,96,400 
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No. XII. 

graphs 147 and 168). 

and Kaira Districts and the Kadod Pargana, in the Bombay Presidency — conoid, 4 


Expenditure. 



Expenditure of ceded territory in : — 

Formula) 





I 

' 


for ealcu- 

Amount 


Head of Account 

Kaira, vide 
Statement 
No. XXX. 

1 Abmeda- i Kadod, 
bad, ride 1 vide 
j Statement State- 
1 No. ment 

I XXX IX. No. XL. 
1 1 

Total ex- 
penditure 
excluding 
overhead 
and general 
charges. 

lating 

ovor-head 

charges, 

vide 

Statement 
No. HI. 

of over- 
head and 
general 
charges 
deoi table. 

Total 
charges of 
the ceded 
territories 



(ii) Provincial 

— contd . 





Its. 

Rs. 

Rs. 

Ri. 

Rs. 

Rs. 

U 

22, General Admi- 

5,03,000 

2.51.7CO 

19,900 

7,74,600 

* 052 x < 

2,64,500 

10,89,100 

ni strati on 







24. Administration of 

1,46,600 

1,89,800 

5,000 

3,41,400 

* 097 x p 

1,21,900 

4,63,300 

Justice, 

26, Jails and Con- 

80,800 

67,700 

200 

1,48,700 

0046 x p 

5,800 

1,51600 

vict Settlements. 








26, Police 

4,47,900 

4, 50,800 

8,500 

9,07,200 

•17x« 

1,54,200 

10,61,400 

5 jm 

80. Scientific De- 


. 1 . 


004 x p 

5,000 

partments. 








31, Education 

6,70,800 

7,81,300 

21,300 

14,73,400 

...* 

1,40,700 

16,14,100 

82. Medical 

47,700 

1,17,000 

2,400 

1,67,100 

*i 3xp 

1,63,300 

8,80,400 

83. Public Health . 

69,200 

49,200 

1,300 

1,19,700 

47,200 

*04 x p 

50,2Q0 

1,69,900 

84. Agriculture 

28,900 

13,300 

6,000 

f ' 35 xe 

27,600 


) 

Co-opcra: ive . 

13,500 

3,400 


16,900 

1 

> 1,94,100 




. 

1 .07 xpf 

87,900 

) 

Viter im ry 

7, SCO 

(,8C0 

... 

14,600 

L 



85, Industries 

... 


... 


• 004 x p 

5,000 

5,000 

87, Miscellaneous 
Department. 

500 

37,400 

... 

37,900 

r * 3 x e 

1,54,400 

87,9008 

) 

41. Civil Works . 

2,66,800 

2,57,700 


5,14,500 

\ ‘0044 x t 

22,400 

> 6,91,800 

48. Famine Relief . 





•• 

62,800 

62 800(a) 

46. Superannuation 

... 


... 

IM 

. . . 

2,53 100 

2,58,100(8) 

allowances and 
pensions. 




1 




46. Stationery and 


... 

... 


—*0139 x t 

70,700 

70,700 

7:inting. 







47. Miscellaneous 

10,600 

12,000 

2,700 

25,200 

* 0161 x t 

... 

26,2008 

Survey and 

Settlement. 

2,100 

3,300 

... 

6,400 

... 

... 

6400 

27,22,600 

25,14,300 

60,900 

53,36,800 


16,57,900 

69,94,700 

Totals 


• For Ahmedabad— 0*09 x v and 
for Kaira 0*13 xp 

f In view of seme expenditure on account of Agricultural Research ana propaganda being included 
in district charges, we have t« ken 0 • 07 x p initead 0 *08 x p in this case. 

$ See note (A) in Statement No, XXIII. 

(a) {fee paragraph 21. 

{l) See paragraph 19, 
t sm R*. 50,87,300. 
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STATEMENT No. XLII. 

(See paragraphs ISO and 151.) 

Statement showing the capital outlay on irrigation works in the Kaira 

District . 

I. — Irrigation works for which capital aooounte are kept. 


(< Original works.) 


Period. 

Expenditure. 

Rate 

of 

interest. 

Interest. 




Rs. 

Per cent. 

Rs. 

Prior to 1917-18 

. 


8,22,808 

3-3252 

27,300 

1917-18 

. 


8,865 

43-473 

309 

1918119 



3,879 

3-4818 

135 

1919-20 



2,292 

5-9328 

136 

1920-21 



• . 

5-1979 

, . 

1921-22 



8,992 

I 6-1038 

549 

1922-23 



383 

| 5-48 

21 

1923-24 



. # 

5-69 

♦ • 

1924-25 



4,138 

5-85 

239 

1926-26 



2,231 

5-683 

125 

1926-27 




5-64 

, , 

1927-28 



' 1,780 

5\49 

98 

1928-29 


1 

613 

5-41 

32. 

1929-30 



1,693 

5-32 

90 


Total 

• 1 

8,57,074 ! 


29,093 

. n — 


1 

1 


or Rs. 29, < 

300 roundly. 


The above interest of Rs. 29,000 has been taken to account under the head 14 — 
Interest on works for which capital accounts are kept, the share charged to the 
ceded areas being Rsi»27,700, vide Statement No. XXX. 

II. — Irngation works for which capital and revenue accounts are not kept 
(Original works.) 

(a) {Whole district). 


Period. 

Expenditure. 

Rate 

of 

interest. 

Interest. 




Rs. 

Per cent. 

Rs. 

Prior to 1917-18 



7,08,160 

3-3252 

23,542 

1917-18 



91,058 

*43-473 

3,163 

1918-19 



15,595 

3-4818 

543 

1919-20 



9,004 

5-9328 

533 

1920-21 



44,598 

5-1979 

2,318 

1921-22 

* 


31,360 

6-1038 

i,9I6 

1922-23 



33,426 

5-48 

1,830 

1923-24 



* 57,713 

5-69 

3,283 

1924-25 



8,937 

5-85 

520 

1925-26 


, . 

4,455 

5-683 

255 

1926-27 



3,177 

5-64 

180 

1927-28 



15,952 

5-49 

878 

1928-29 



4,693 

5-41 

254 

1929-30 



5,375 

5-32 

287 


Total 

# 

10,33,503 


39,502 



1 

J 

1 

or Rs. 39,500 roundly. 






(6) Non-oeded territories, th&mrm* mqpiB tfrby? the 6 Gaekwar s Daskroi 

villages. , 

Works for which capital and revenue accounts are not kept* 


Period. 

Expenditure. 

Kate 

of 

interest. 

Interest. 


B*. 

Per cent. 

Ks. 

Prior to 1917-18 .... 

12,273 

3-3252 

408 

1918-19 .... 

1,249 

3-4818 

41 

1919-20 .... 

617 

5-9328 

35 

1923-2* .... 

1,346 

5-69 

73 

1924-25 .... 

388 

5-85 

23 

Total 

15,873 

or Rs. COO j 

580 

: oundly . 


Rs. 

(a) interest on works for which capital and revenue accounts 


are not kept ........ 39,500 

(6) Deduct interest calculated on similar works in the non- 

ceded area ......... 600 

Net on account of ceded territory . . 38,900 


N.B . — This charge has not been included in the statement of a/erage annual 
expenditure (No. XXX), see also paragraph 24. 
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STATEMENT No. XLIII. 

(See paragraph 1&£.) 

Statement showing the outlay on buildings * in the Kaira District. 

1 , — Buildings. (Outlay up to 1925-26 and interest thereon). — 

( Provincial .) 

Rs. Rs. 

Total cost of Provincial buildings 

in Kaira District up to 1930 21,72,025 

Deduct capital cost of * Local * 
buildings in non*eeded area, 
i.e., Kaira : — 

Sub-Registrar’s Office . . 1,496 

Town Police Lines . 21,435 

English school at Kaira 4,310 

Tombs of 17th Lancers at Kaira 

Camp .... 338 

Total . 27,579 27,579 

Balance . 21,44,446 (A) 

Out of the above, the amount of 
expenditure incurred during 
period 1926-27 to 1930-31 

was 92,007 (B) 

Outlay up to the year 1926-27 . 20,52,439 (C) 

The average of B , i.e., Rs. 18,400 per annum has been incorporated by us in the 
annual expenditure Statement under ‘ 41 — Civil Works — Provincial \ 

Of the balance (C) we have been furnished with figures by years of expenditure 
<from 1917-18 to 1925-26) totalling Rs. 9,67,861. 

The amount of expenditure to be considered as expended prior to 1917-1.8 will 
thus be Rs. 10,94,678. 

Interest has been calculated as follows : — 


Period. 

Capital 

Outlay. 

Rate 

of 

interest. 

Interest. 



Re. 

Per cent. 

Rs. 

Prior to 1917-18 


10, 94*, 578 

3-3252 

36,397 

1917-18 


40,424 

3-473 

1,403 

1918-19 


62,650 

3-4818 

2,183 

1919-20 


79,762 

5-9328 

4,734 

1920-21 


89,773 

5-1979 

4,667 

1921-22 

. 

87,627 

6-1038 

5,346 

1922-23 

. 

63,016 

5-48 

3,452 

1923-24 

1 

65,470 

5-69 

3,726 

1924-25 


1,00,476 

5-85 

5,850 

1925-26 


3,68,663 

5-683 

0,953 


Total 

20,62,439 

! 1 

88,711 


‘ or Rs. 88,700roundly. 

N.B . — This amount of interest has not been charged in the annual expenditure 
•Statement No. XXX, vide also paragraphs 25-26. 

* Excludes Local Fund buildings. 
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II. — Buildings . — Average annual expenditure charged in the ordinary expendi- 
ture statement (see Statement No. XXX and paragraphs 25-26). — 


Original Works. Maintenance and repairs. 



Rs. 

‘ 


Rs. 

1926-27 .... 

42,125 

1926-27 . 

. 

16,684 

1927-28 .... 

27,731 

1927 28 . 

. 

. 22,219 

1928-29 .... 

7,466 

1928-29 . 

. 

. 16,507 

1929-30 .... 

9,762 

1929-30 . 

. 

* 18,256 

1930-31 

4,923 

1930-31 . 

• 

28,773 

Total 

92,007 


Total 

. 1,02,439 

Average per annum 

18,400 

Average per annum . 

20,438 


Total average per annum . 38,889* 

or Rs. 38,900 roundly. 

♦Of this figure no reduction has been made on account of the non-ceded territory 
<o) Gaekwar’s Daskroi and (b) NapadTappa,assofaras we know, no Government 
buildings are situated in these areas. 
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STATEMENT No. XUV. 

(See paragraph 152*) 

Statement showing outlay on Provincial Roads in the Kaira District* 

A . — Original Works. 


Total cost of construction of roads ; — 

Rs. 

Metalled, 191 J miles 16,70,381 

Ufimetalled, 9 miles ...... 17,645 

Total . 16,88,026 

Deduct amounts incurred after 1926-26 (the average 
of 6 years of which is taken to account under ex- 
penditure) : — ....... 1,19,578 

Balance on which interest has been calculated . 15,68,448 

Deduct expenditure shown to have been incurred year 

by year from 1917-18 to 1925-26 inclusive : — . 2,77,639 

Balance . 12,90, 809* 


♦This expenditure can be reckoned to have been incurred prior to 1917-18. 


B . — Interest calculations. 


Period. 

Capital 

Outlay. 

Rate 

of 

interest. 

Interest. 

i 





Rs. 

Per cent. 

Rs. 

Prior to 1917-18 


. 


12,90,809 

3-3252 

42,921’ 

1917-18 




358 

3-473 

12* 

1918-19 




501 

3-4818 

IT 

1919-20 




15,123 

5-9328 

897 

1920-21 




5,151 

5-1979 | 

26T 

1921-22 




14,845 

6-1038 j 

906 

1922-23 




54,874 

5-48 

3,00? 

1923-24 




65,170 

5-69 

3,708 

1924-25 

• 


t 

’ i 

1,04,642 

5-85 

6,121 

1925-26 

* 

• 


16,975 

5-683 

964 



Total 

• i 

i 

_i 

15,68,448 


58,820 

or Rs. 58,800 
roundly. 
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C . — Average annual expenditure calculations for tike period 1926-27 to 19$Q'$L 

I. — Original Works. 





(a) Roads. 

(b) 

Buildings 

under 

roads. 




Rs. 

Rs. 

1926-27 . 



2,445 

1,669 

1927-28 . 



19,417 

• . 

1928-29 . 



44,371 

2,649 

1929-30 . 



18,271 

1,983 

1930-31 . 



28,773 

•• 


Total 


1,13,277 

6,301 


Average per annum . 


22,655 

1,575 


II. — Repairs. 




1926-27 . 



1,30,439 

1,081 

1927-28 . 



1,94,910 

4,905 

1928-29 . 



1,54,538 

1,073 

1929-30 . 



1,46,841 

1,084 

1930-31 . 



1,29,556 

1,085 


Total 


7,56,284 

9,22S 


Average per annum 


1,51,257 

1,846 


Rs. 

Total average annual expenditure . . . 22,655 

1,575 

1,51,257 

1,846 

Total . 1,77,333 


D. — Non-ceded portion of Kaira . 

No information has been furnished regarding roads in the non-ceded areas of 
Napad Tappa and Gaekwar’s Daskroi. As, however, these areas obviously benefit 
from the roads in the district a proportion has been worked out for them on popu- 
lation basis as under : — 


Napad Tappa — 

4*4 per cent, of interest on capital outlay, viz., Rs. 58,800 

4-4 per cent, of average annual expenditure, viz., Rs. 1,77,300 
Gaekwar's Daskroi villages — 

•8 per cent, of interest on capital outlay, viz., Rs. 58,800 

• 8 per cent, of average annual expenditure, viz., Rs. 1,77,300 


=Rs 2,600 
roundly. 

= Rs. 7,800 


*=Rs. 500 
roundly 
*=Rs. 1,400 


W 



Summary far Kaira 


— 

District. 

Non- 

ceded area. 

Net 

ceded area. 


B8. 

Rs. 

Rs. 

1. Interest on outlay up to 1925-20 

58,800 

3,100 

55,700* 

2. Average annual expenditure since 
1925-20— 

t a ) Original works .... 
(6) Maintenance and repairs 

24,200 

1,53,100 

1,200 

8,000 

23,000 

1,45,100 

Total 

1,77,300 

9,200 

1,88, 100f 


•This amount has not been charged in the annual expenditure Statement 
No. XXX, vide also paragraphs 25-20. 

f These figures have been included in tne average expenditure Statement 
No. XXX, vide also paragraphs 25-26. 
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STATEMENT No. XLY. 

( See paragraph 154.) 

Statement of outlay on ‘ Central 9 Buildings ( excluding postal buildings) %n 

the Kaira District. 

Rs. 

A *— Outlay incurred prior to 1917-18 . • . « 70,094 

Interest at 3*3252 per cent, amounts to . . 2,330 


J5. — Average annual expenditure on * central * buildings : — 

Original 

works. Repairs. 


1926- 27 . 

1927- 28 . 

1928- 29 . 

1929- 30 . 

1930- 31 . 

• •••«. 

Rs. 

10,100 

21,999 

1,100 

R*. 

312 

658 

315 

725 

487 


Total 

33,199 

2,497 


Average per annum . 

6,640 

500 


Total average per annum 

7,140 



N.B . — This has been charged in the Statement of average annual expenditure 
(No. XXX), see also paragraphs 25-26. 


w 2 
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STATEMENT No. XLVI. 

(See paragraphs 156 and 158.) 
Famine Expenditure in the Kaira District. 


(i) Famine Belief Works — 

Total ascertainable expenditure in Kaira and Panch Mahals 
Districts ........ 

Divided on population basis : — 

Kaira ......... 

Panch Mahals ....... 


Bs. 


55.11.300 

35.82.300 
19,29,000 


From Kaira District figure deduct proportion, on popula- 
tion basis, for non-ceded areas, viz., Napad Tappa 
and Gaekwar’s Daskroi ■=5* 2 per cent. . . . 1,86,300 

Amount appertaining to ceded areas in Kaira is . . 33,96,000 

Interest at 3*3252 per cent, amounts to • 1,12,900 

(n) Gratuitous Relief — 

Total ascertainable expenditure in Kaira and Panch 

Mahals Districts ....... 18,94,600 

Divided on population basis : — 

Kaira 12,40,600 

Panch Mahals ....... 6,54,000 


Deduct from Kaira District figure, proportion for non- 
ceded areas of Napad Tappa and Gaekwar’s Daskroi 
= 5*2 por cent. ....... 64,500 

Balance appertaining to ceded areas in Kaira . . 11,76,100 

Interest at 3 *3252 per cent. . ..... 39,100 


N.B. — (1) The above figures relate to the famine of 1899-1902 and the figures 
have been obtained from the Bombay Famine Beport of that period. Details oi 
other famines are not available. 

(2) No part of this interest has been charged in cur expenditure Statements, 
•ee paragraph 27. 
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STATEMENT No. XLVTII. 
(See paragraphs 150 and 151.) 


Statement showing expenditure incurred by the British Government' in the 
ceded areas of the Ahmedabad District since British occupation on 
Irrigation works for which capital accounts are kept. 


No. 

Territory. 

Expenditure on 
original works. 


Average 

Up to and 
including 
1916-17. 

From 
1917-18 
to 1930-31. 

Total. 

repairs 

and 

renewals. 

i 

! 

i 


i 

! Rs - 

Rs. 

Rs. 

Rs. 

x i 

Entire Ahmedabad District 

14,49,000 

3,51,300 

18,00,300 

62,200 

11 

Gogha and Dhanduka Ta- 
lukas minus Dhandla 
village 


400 

400 

400 

hi 

Ahmedabad city and Dask- 
roi talukas . 

6,65,000 

26,000 

6,91,000 

28,600 

IV 

Half of III 

1 3,32,500 

13,000 

3,45,500 

14,300 

V 

Ceded territory, i.e. t I — 
(II+IV) . 

11,16,500 

3,37,900 

(a) 

14,54,400 

(b) 

47,500 


(а) Interest on this total outlay of Rs. 14*54 lakhs on Irrigation works for which 
Capital and Revenue accounts are kept has been calculated at varying rates as 
described in paragraph 28 and amounts to Rs. 54,600 per annum. This has been 
charged in our statement of average expenditure of Ahmedabad District under 
the head “ 14 — Intorest on Works ” for which capital accounts are kept. 

(б) This has been included under the head “ XIII — Irrigation Works ” for 
which capital accounts aro kept — Working Expenses. 
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STATEMENT No. XLIX. 
(See paragraphs 159 and 151.) 


Statement showing the expenditure ' incurred by the British Government 
on Irrigation works, in the Ahmedabad District, for which capital and 
revenue accounts are not kept. 



Original Works. | 

1 


No. 

Territory. 

Up to 
and 

including 

1917-18. 

From 

1917-18 

to 

1930-31. 

Total. 


1 

Rs. 

Rs. 

Rs. 

I 

Ahmedabad District . . . 1 

1 

2,38,800 

2,95,000 

5,33,800 

II 

Ahmedabad city and Daskroi talukas . ! 

1,09,200 

20,300 

1,29,500 

HI 

Half of II ; 

54,600 

10,200 

04,800 

(a) 

4,69,000 

IV 

Ceded territory, i.e., I — III 

1,84,200 

2,84,800 

(a) Interest on this amount at varying rates (vide pari! graph 28) has been cal- 
culated at Rs. 21,000. No expenditure has been incurred in Dhanduka and Gogha 
talukas. 




STATEMENT No. L. 

(See paragraphs 157 and 158.) 

Statement showing the expenditure on Famine Relief (works and other) 
expenditure in the ceded areas in the Ahmedabad District since British 
occupation. 


No. 

Territory. 

! 

Roads. 

Irrigation. 

Other 

Direct 

and 

Indirect 

Expendi- 

ture. 

Total. 



Rs. 

Rs. 

Rs. 

Rs. 

I 

Ahmedabad District 

27,21,500 

38,36,000 

48,20,600 

1,13,78,100 

11 

Gogha and Dhanduka fca- 
} lukas .... 

i 

53,300 

3,63,600 

18,67,100* 

22,74,000 

III 

Ahmedabad city and Das- 
roi talukas . 

2,09,700 

11,60,900 

. , 

13,70,600 

TV 

Half of III 

1,04,900 

5,80,400 

' 

6,85,30t 

V 

Ceded territories I — (II + 1 
IV) . 

(a) 

25,63,300 

(*> 

28,92,000 

(c) 

29,63,600 

84,18,800 


* Includes all non-ceded territory. 

(a) Interest on this amount has been calculated at Us. 85,200 per annum (see 
also paragraph 27). 

(b) Interest on this has been calculated at Rs. 96,200 per annum. 

(c) Interest on this has been calculated at Rs. 1,00,400 per annum. 
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STATEMENT No. LI. 


(See paragraphs 150 and 158.) 

Summary of the past outlay, in the Baroda ceded areas, on Irrigation, 
Buildings, Roads and Famine Relief. 


I.— Irrigation (for which capital accounts ai'e kept) — 




Outlay. 

Interest. 



Rs. 

Rs. 

Kaira 

. • 

8,19,100 

27,700 

Ahmedabad 

. . 

. 14,54,400 

54,600 

Kadod 

• 

. 

• • 


Total 

. 22,73,500 

82,300 

N.B . — The above interest has been charged in the expenditure statements 
under 44 14 — Interest on works for which capital accounts are kept**. 

II. — Irrigation (works for 
kept)— 

which 

neither capital nor 

revenue accounts are 


Outlay. 

Interest. 



Rs. 

Rs. 

Kaira 


. 10,17,600 

38,900 

Ahmedabad 

, . 

4,69,000 

21,000 

Kadod . . 

* 

. 

•• 


Total 

. 14,86,600 

59,900 

III. — Buildings and Roads- 






(a) Provincial. 




Outlay. 

Interest. 



Rs. 

Be. 

Kaira 

, • 

. 35,39,400 

1,44,400 

Ahmedabad 

« . 

. 38,33,400 

1,68,000 

Kadod 

• 

. • • 

• • 


Total 

. 73,72,800 

3,02,400 


Kaira 

Ahmedabad 

JLvadod 


70,000 2,300 


(k)ICentral (buildings only). 


Outlay. 

Interest, 

Rs; 

Rs. 

. , . ‘70.000 

2,300 

• • • 

—m 


Total 



Ceded territory. 


Kaira 

Ahmedabad 

Kadod 


Irrigation Works. 

Other Works.. 

Other Famine ex- 
penditure including 
Gratuitous Relief. 

Outlay. 

Interest. 

Outlay. 

Interest. 

Outlay. 

Interest. 

Re. 

Rs. 

Rs. 

Rs. 

Rs. 

Rs. 

20,84,900 

69,300 

13,11,100 

43,600 

11,76,100 

39,100 

28,02,000 

96,200 

25,63,300 

85,200 

i 

29.63,500 

1,00,400 

j49, 70,900 

1,66,500 

38,74,400 

1,28,800 

41,39,600 

1,39,600 


Total 
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STATEMENT No. LII. 

(See •paragraph 223.) 

Statement of Revenue of the Nimar District and the figures adopted 
by the Committee. 


Reads of Account. 

Accountant 
General’s 
figures for 
the 

District. 

! Figures 
Departmental adopted 
Officer’s by 

figures. ; the 

Committee. 

Remarks. 

(i) Central. 

II* — Taxes on Income , 
III. — Salt . . . 

Imperial Excises 

Rs. 

1,90,700 

Rs. 

1,59.900 

' Rs. 

(6)1,90,700 
80,600 
27,200 

Computed. 

Computed. 

Tatal Central 



2,98,100 


(it) Provincial. 

V. — Land Revenue 

VI. —Excise 

VII. — Stamps 

VIII. — Forest 

IX. -Re:,rM in { ion 
XIII-XI V . — Irrigation . 
XVn. — Administration 

of Justice. 

XVIII. — Jails and Con- 
vict Settlements 
XIX.— Police . * . 

XXI. — Education 

XXII. —Medical 

XXIII, — Public Health 

XXIV. — Agriculture . 

XXV. —Industries 

XXVI. — Miscellaneous 
Departments. 

XXX.— Civil Works . 
XXX V. — Miscellaneous 

0,79,900 

4,09,100 

3,93,500 

3,38,700 

37.000 
300 

23,400 j 
500 

2.000 
12,200 

100 

2,000 

9,300 

400 

4, GOO 

7,100 

17,900 

6,58,000 

4,00,500 

3,72,300 

3,07,700 

36,600 

600 

21,800 

500 

‘ 300 

11.500 
79,300 

1,800 

7,900 

7,100 

3.500 
36,900 

(a)6,58,000 
(o)4, 00, 500 
(o)3, 72,300 
(a)3,07,700 
(a)36,600 
(o)000 
(o)21,S00 

(d)9,700 

(а) 300 

(а) ll,500 
(c)100 

(a)l,800 

(a)7,900 

(б) 400 
(a)7,100 

(o)3, 500 

(б) 17,900 


Total Provincial . j 


" 1 

18,57,700 j 



EXPLANATORY REMARKS. 


(а) The Departmental figures are based on an average of five years, while 
Accountant General 8 figures are based, on 3 years averages which would account 
for the discrepancies generally. We have adopted the Departmental figures as 
more accurate, as they cover a longer period. 

(б) The very wide discrepancy was brought to the notice of the Local Govern- 
LcMJal Gover 6 ^ cc ^ oun * an ^ ^ Pnera ^ We have adopted the figures as advised by the 

,, — Tho wide discrepancy could not be reconciled and on 

the Local Government’s advice, we have accepted the Accountant General’s figure, 
it is obvious that the Departmental figure of Rs. 79,300 is certainly wrong when 
compared with the expenditure figure of Rs. 85,300 as furnished by the Local Govern- 

(d) The receipts of the Province under this head have been apportioned on th* 
basis of population. 
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STATEMENT No. IHL 
(See paragraph 223.) 


Statement of Expenditure of the Nimar District and figures adopted 

by the Committee. 


Hoads of Account. 

Accountant 
General’s 
figures for 
the 

District. 

Departmental 
figures for 
the District. 

Figures 

adopted 

b y 

fclie 

Committee. 

Remarks. 

( i ) Central. 

Rs. 

Rs. 

Rs. 


2. — Taxes on Income 


, , 

(a)l 3,400 


3.- -Salt . 

•• 

•• 

9,700 

Computed. 

Total 

• • 

•• 

23,100 


(it) Provincial. 





5. — Land Revenue 

1,24,900 

1,22,100 

(a)l,22,100 


Survey and Settle- 

, , 

1 

(d)6,100 


ment. 

6.— -Excise 

49,400 

29,600 

(6)49,400 


7. — Stamps 

6,900 

13,200 

(6)6,900 


8. — Forest 

1,69,700 

1,78,700 

(a)l,78,700 


8-A. — Forest capital 

12,700 

12,600 

(a)12,600 


outlay. 

9. —Registration 

8,000 

i 8,300 

(a)8,300 


35. — Irrigation . 

. . 

1 



22. — General Adminis- 

1,42,300 

79,400 

(6)1,42,300 


tration. 




24. — Administration of 

1,35,600 

| 1,44,100 

(a)l,44,100 


Justice. 

25. — Jails and Convict 

9,800 

11,300 

(e)27,800 


Settlements. 





26. — Police 

1,94,200 

1,92,500 

(a)l,92,500 


31. — Education . 

1,68,800 

93,000 

(6)1,68,800 


32. — Medical 

40,200 

I 85,300 

(6)40,200 


33. — Public Health 

3,400 

3,500 

(a)3,500 


34. — Agriculture . 

28,200 

; 32,700 

(a)32,700 


35. — Industries . 

400 


400 


37. -Miscellaneous De- 

. . 

100 

(tf)100 


partments. 

41. — Civil Works 

49,300 

i 

! 2,40,800 

(c)2,38,100 


47. — Miscellaneous . ( 

30,600 

23,200 

(a)23,200 


Total 

•• 

•• 

13,97,800 



EXPLANATORY REMARKS. 

(а) The Departmental figures are generally the average of five years, while 
the Accountant General’s are of three years. We have therefore adopted the 
Departmental figures which cover a wider period as being likely to be more accu- 
rate. 

(б) The wide discrepancies were brought to the notice of the local Government 
and the Accountant General. We have adopted the figures as advised by the 
Local Government. 

(c) The Accountant General’s figures evidently include only establishment 
charges. Our figure represents average expenditure on Original works and main- 
tenance and repairs based on separate details obtained by us from the local authori- 
ties. Charges on account of establishment and tools and plant, etc. are excluded 
as these are taken into account by us in the provincial overhead charges. 
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(d) Represents l/30th of the cost of the last settlement— We paragraph 20. 

(e) As prisoners are frequently transferred from one District to another and 
one big jail in one District will probably serve other neighbouring Districts, we 
have felt that the expenditure incurred on jails in a District or the receipts accruing 
therein would not be a correct guide for estimating the expenditure or the receipts 
of the District. We have therefore ignored the figures supplied both by the Ac- 
countant General and the local Government and have apportioned a share of the 
entire expenditure of the Province on the basis of population. We have adopted a 
similar course for receipts under XVIII. — Jails. The jail receipts amount to Ks. 2 • 
and expenditure to Rs. 7 per 100 of population. 
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STATEMENT No; L1V. 

(See 'paragraph 223.) 

statement of the revenue of the Non-ceded area in the Nimar District. 


Heads of Account. 

1 Kanapur 

1 and 

Bena. 

17 villages 
of 

Asirgarh. 

J Total. 

i 

Remarks. 

(t) Central. 

Rs. 

Rs. 

1 

Rs. 


II. — Taxes on Income . 

III. — Salt . 

Imperial Excises . 

(o)900 

•• 

j 900 

2,600 
900 

Computed. 

Computed. 

Total 

•* 


4,400 


(ii) Provincial. 

V. — Land Revenue 

VI. — Excise 

VII. — Stamps 

VIII. - -Forest . 

IX. — Rejristration 
XIII-XIV.— Irrigation. 
XVII. — Administration 

of Justice. 

XVIII.— Jails and Con- 
vict Settlements. 
XXI.— Education 
XXIV.— Agriculture . 

(a)2o,800 

(a)20,100 

(a)4,400 

(a)600 

(a) 3,000 
(b) 800 

1 28,800 

i 20,900 

(6)11,800 
4,400 
(6)1,100 
600 
(6)700 

(4)300 

(6)400 
(c) 100 


Total 


•• 

• 

69,400 



EXPLANATORY REMARKS. 


(a) Those figures were furnished by the Departmental officers. 

(b) A share of the revenue of the District ( vide Statement No. LIJ) has been 
apportioned to this area on the basis of population, i.e. 3*17 per cent. 

(c) A share of the revenue of the district has been apportioned to this area 
in the proportion which the receipts under V. — Land Revenue in tliis area bear to 
the receipts of the district. 

(d) Share of the Provincial receipts on the population basis — vide note (e) 
to Statement No. LIII. 
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STATEMENT No. LV. 

(See 'paragraph 223.) 

Statement of the expenditure of the Non-ceded area in the Nimar 

District. 


Heads of Account. 

Kanapur 

and 

Beria. 

17 villages 
of 

Asirgarh. 

Total. 

Remarks. 


Rs. 

Rs. 

Rs. 


(i) Central. 





1. — Customs 


.. 

.. 

♦Estimated cost 

2. — Taxes on Income . 



(c)100 

of collection 
of revenue. 

3.— Salt . 



300* 


Total 



400 


(ii) Provincial-)*. 





5. —Land Revenue 



(o)5,400 


Survey and Settle- 



(o)300 


ment. 





6. — Excise 



(c)2,600 


7. — Stamps 



(c)200 


8. — Forest 



(c)2,600 


8A. — Forest capital 



(c)600 


outlay. 




9. — Registration 



(c)300 


22 — General Adminis- 



(6)4,500 


tration. 




24.— Administration of 



(6)4,600 


Justice. 




25. —Jails and Convict 



(e)900 


Settlements. 




26. — Police 



(6)6,100 


31. — Education . 



(6)5,400 


32. — Medical 



(6)1,300 


33. — Public Health 



(6)100 


31. . 



(o)l,400 


i ! , * . ■ \\ ■ » ■ 



(d)6,500 


Total 

•• 

•• 

42,800 



EXPLANATORY REMARKS. 

fin the absenoe of reliable figures of expenditure in the non-ceded territory 
we have apportioned a share ^f the district expenditure on the following bases — 

Items marked (a) in the proportion of land revenue of the non-ceded area to 
the land revenue of the District, i.e. 4 • 4 per cent. 

Items marked ( 6 ) in the proportion of population of the non-ceded area to 
that of the District, i.e . 3 - 17 per cent. 

Items marked (c) in the proportion of revenue of the non-ceded area under 
the head concerned to the revenue of the District under the corres- 
ponding head. 

(d) 41. — Civil Works.-— We have apportioned a share of the district expendi- 
ture on roads on the basis of population. 

(e) Share of the expenditure of the Province apportioned on the basis of 
population. 




(See 'paragraph 223.) 

Statement of the revenue and expenditure of the ceded areas in the Nimar District. 
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STATEMENT No. LVIl. 

(See 'paragraph 223,) 

Statement of revenue and expenditure of 34 Chandgarh villages. 


Revenue. 

Expenditure. 

Heads of Account. 

Amount. 

Heads of Account. 

Amount. 


Rs. 


Rs. 

(i) Central. 

( i ) Cent] 

*AL. 


1. — Customs . 

800 

1. — Customs 


III.— Salt 

600 

2.— Salt . 

. . 

Imperial Excises 

200 



Total 

1,600 

Total 

•• 


(n) Provincial. 


V. — Land Revenue 

(a) 

5. — Land Revenue 

(a) .. 

VI. — Excise ’. 

2,900 

6. — Excise . 

400 

VII. — Stamps 

2,700 

7. — Stamps . 

100 

VIII. — Forest 

(6) 

8. — Forest . 

(b) .. 

IX. — Registration . 

300 

9. — Registration . 

100 

XVIII. — Jails and Convict 

(c)100 

22. — General Administra- 


Settlements. 


tration. 

1,000 



24.' — Administration of 

i,ioa 



Justice. 




25. — Jails and Convict 

(c)200 



Settlement. 




26. — Police • 

1,400 



31. — Education 

1,200 

Total * 

6,000 

Total 

5,500 


EXPLANATORY REMARKS. . . . 

N . B , — In all cases, except those for which remarks are given below and Cus~ 
toms and Salt which we have dealt ’with in the usual manner, we have token*the 
District figure as the basis and apportioned them on the basis of population. 

(a) The villages are revenue free. We have not therefore given them any 
credit or debit for Land Revenue. 

(b) Four of the 18 existing villages have been shown as Forest villages and the 
average annual revenue from these is stated to total Rs. 35 per annum. This is 
presumably Forest revenue ; the amount being so small, however, we have ignored 
this and correspondingly charged no expenditure under ‘ 8 — Forest \ 

(c) We have apportioned the Provincial receipts and expenditure on the basu} 
of population. 






STATEMENT No. LVIII. 
( See 'paragraph 231.) 


Statement of revenue and expenditure of the Harda Tahsil of the 
Hoshangabad District. 


Revenue. 

Expenditure. 

Heads of Account 

Amount. 

Heads of Account. 

Amount. 


Rs. 


Rs. 


(t) Central. 


II. — Taxes on Income 

44,400 

2. — Taxes on Income . 

3,500 

III.— Salt 

26, 200(a) 

3.— Salt . 

3,200(a) 

Imperial Excises 

8, 800(a) 



Total 

79,400 

Total 

6,700 


(ii) Provincial. 


V. — Land Revenue 

3,11,500 

5. — Land Revenue 

25,200 

VI. — Excise . 

63,000 

Survev and Settlement . 

3, 400(c) 

VII. — Stamps 

77,600 

6. — Excise . 

3, 400(c) 

VIII. — Forest 

88,900 

7. — Stamps . 

2,600 

IX. — Registration . 

6,000 

8. — Forest . 

48,700 

XVII. — Administration of 

6,700 

8A. — Forest capital out- 

2,500 

of Justice. 


lay. 


XVIII.— Jails and Convict 

' 3,000(/) 

9. — Registration . 

1,500 

Settlements. 






22. — General Administra- 

32, 900(c) 

XIX.— Police. 

300 

tion. 


XXII.— Medical . 

600 

24. — Administration of 

46,300 



Justice. 


XXIII.— Public Health . 

700 





25. — Jails and Convict 

9,000(/) 

XXVI. — Miscellaneous De- 

1,500 

Settlements. 


partments. 


26. — Police . 

>** 

o 

o 

00 

CO 

XXXV. — Miscellaneous . 

3,600 





31. — Education 

64,800(6) 



32. — Medical 

15,600 



33.— Public Health 

1,700 



34. — Agriculture . 

36,600(6) 



37. — Miscellaneous De- 

200 



partments. 




41.— Civil Works . 

91, 300(d) 



47. — Miscellaneous 

18,400 

Total 

6,62,400 

Total 

4,67,90j 


EXPLANATORY REMARKS. 


Except where otherwise stated, the figures both for receipts and expenditure have 
been furnished by the local Government, and have been accepted after general 
scrutiny with reference t> : figures for the whole District obtained from the Accountant 
General. Where obvious discrepancies were noticed, they were settled in corres- 
pondence with the Local Government and the District Officers and suita Die figures 
were adopted as the result* 

x 2 
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(а) The figures both in the receipts and the expenditure side have been calculated 
in the manner stated in paragraph 11. The expenditure figures represent cost of 
collection of the corresponding revenue. 

(б) The Accountant General’s figures for the Hoshangabad District under 31-— 
Education and 34 — Agriculture are Rs. 1,94,400 and Rs. 1,06,700 respectively 
while the figures furnished by the Local Government for the Harda Tahsil were 
.only Rs. 9,600 and Rs. 9,000. As the Harda Tahsil is, both in area and population, 
approximately l/3rd of the Hoshangabad District, there was no apparent reason why 
the expenditure of the Harda Tahsil should be so comparatively low. After con- 
sultation with the Local Government, it was found that the expenditure of the Harda 
Tahsil did not include a share of the District expenditure of general nature (e.g*, 
Grants-in-aid to local bodies paid at the District treasury or the cost of Adminis- 
trative offices at Hoshangabad. We have therefore, on the advice of the local 
Government, taken one-third of the Accountant General’s figures for the District as 
approximately representing the expenditure of the Harda Tahsil. 

(c) 6. — Excise , 2?. — General Administration and 26. — Police . — The local Govern- 
ment's figures of expenditure for the Harda Tahsil under these heads appeared to be 
low in comparison with the Accountant General’s figures for the District which are — 

6. — Excise 18,820 

22. — General Administration ••••.. 2,87,200 
26. — Police 3,88,100 

This seems to be due to the fact that Pachmarhi, the summer seat of the Local 
Government, is situated in the Hoshangabad District, and the Accountant General’s 
figures for the district include certain Provincial overhead charges. After corres- 
pondence with the Deputy Commissioner we are satisfied that the expenditure of 
jrie District proper has been correctly apportioned by the Local Government in 
consultation with the Deputy Commissioner. 

(d) This represents the average annual cost on Original Works (buildings and 
roads) and the charges on acoount of maintenance and repairs. 

(e) This represents l/30th’of the cost of the last operation. ( See Paragraph 20). 

(/) The entire expenditure of the Province has been apportioned on the basis 
of population, we have apportioned the average receipts of the Province also on the 
same basis. 
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STATEMENT No. LIX. 

(See 'paragraph 232.) 

Statement of revenue and expenditure of the Gwalior ceded area in the 

Betul District. 


Revenue 

Expenditure. 

Heads of Account. 

Amount. 

Heads of Account. 

Amount. 


Rs. 

Rs. 


(%) Central. 


I.-— Salt 

700(a) 

3. — Salt 

100(a) 

Imperial Excises 

200(a) 



Total 

900 

Total 

100 


(it) Pro 

VINCUL. 


V. — Land Revenue 

4,000 

5. — Land Revenue 

2,300(6} 

VI.— Excise . 

2,700 

22. — General Adminis- 

. . 



tration. 

1 

VII.— Stamps 

800 

6. — Excise . 

400 

VH. — Administration of 

500 

7. — Stamps . 


Justice. 




XVIII — Jails and Convict 

100(c) 

8. — Forest . 

, , 

Settlements. 






8A. — Forest capital out- 

800 



lay. 




24. — Administration of 

500 



Justice. 




25.— Jails and Convict 

300(e> 

j 


Settlements. 




26.— Police . 

1,400 



31. — Education 

400 



33. — Public Health 

100 



34. — Agriculture . 

100 

Total . 

8,100 

Total 

6,300 


Except where otherwise stated the figures of revenue and expenditure are thoe* 
furnished by the local Government. 


(а) Computed, vide paragraph 11. 

(б) Expenditure adjustable under 22. — General Administration is also included 
under this figure. 

(c) The entire expenditure of the Province has been apportioned on the basis of 
population. We have apportioned the average receipt of the Province also on the* 
8a me basis. 








( See paragraph 237.) 

Statement of the revenue and expenditure of Gwalior cessions in the Saugor District of the Central Provinces. 
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STATEMENT LXI. 



m 


STATEMENT 
(See para 


Statement showing *he result of valuation of the 
Revenue. 


Heads A Account. 

Nimar District, 
vide 

Statement 

No. LVI. 

II'Mian.* .l>‘.d 
l)i- -r ri, e 

Statement 

No. LVlII. 

Betul District, 
vide 

Statement 

No. LIX.I' 

Sangor District, 
vide 

Statement 

No. LX. 

Total 

Revenue. 


(« 

) Central. 





Rs. 

Rs. 

Rs. 

Rs. 

Rs. 

II .—Taxes on Income 

1,$9,800 

44,400 

... 

3,300 

2,37,500 

III,— Salt 

77,900 

26,200 

700 

17,700 

1,22,500 

Imperial Excises .... 

26,300 

8,800 

1 

200 

1 

6,000 

41,300 

Total 

2,04,000 

79,400 

900 

27,000 

4,01,300 


<«> 

Provincial. 




V.— Land Revenue . . , 

6,20,200 

3,11,500 

4,000 

1,52,300 

10,97,000 

VI.— Excise .... 

3, 70, GOO 

63,000 

2,700 

18,000 

4,63,300 

VII.— Stamps .... 

1 

3,60,500 

77,600 

800 

39,200 

4,78,10** 

VIII.— Forest , . . . 

3,03,800 

69,900 

* 

24,600 

4,18,800 

IX.— Registration , 

35,500 

6,000 

... 

2,50Q. 

44, COO 

XVII.— Administration of Justice . 

21,100 

5,700 

600 

8,000 

30,300 

X VlIIs -Jails and Convict Settle- 

9,400 

3,000 

100 

2,200 

14,700 

ments) 





3*7 


mm. 

graph 238 .) 

Qmlior ceded territories in the Central Provinces. 


Expenditure. 








! 

Formulae i 



Heads of Account. 

NTimir 

District, 

vide 

Statement 
No. LVI. 

Hoshanga- 

bad 

District, 

vide 

Statement 
! No. LVIII. 

Betul 

District, 

vide 

Statement 
No. LIX. 

Saugor 

District, 

vide 

Statement 
NO. LX. 

Total 

1 : ■ 

overhead 
and general 
charges. 

tor 

»« < ■. 
charges, 

! vtde 
Statement 
No. II. 

Amount of 
overhead 
and 
general 
charges 
debitable. 

Total 
charges of 
the ceded 
areas. 



i 








1-Taxes 0 * In- 
come. 

3.— Salt. 

23.— Audit . . 

37.— Census . 

45. —Superannuation 

Rs 

13,000 

9,400 

Rs. 

8,500 

3,300 

(OC 

Rs. 

100 

enftral. 

Rs. 

1,000 

2,100 

Rs. 

17.800 

14.800 

0*93% 

Rs. 

18,400 

21,000 

1.300 

6.300 

Rs. 

36,200 

14,800 

«D 

21,000 

(<*> 

1,200 

(d) 

6,300 

Total 

J2.700 

6,700 

100 

3,100 

33,600 

. 

46,900 

79,600 




( 

ii) Provine 

>lal. 




A.— Land Revenue 

1,10,700 

25,300 

2,300 

16,600 

1,60,800 

•0037(r+tf) 

4,700 

1,65,500 

>6.— Excise . • 

46,800 

8,400 

400 

3,400 

63,000 

•06(r+*) 

31,000 

84,000 

7.— Stamps . . 

0,700 ! 

3,000 


700 

10,000 

*0l(r+*) 

4,900 

14^00 

8.- Forest . 

1,70,100 

48,700 


16,000 

2,40,400 










t*03(r + <5) 

20,300 

2,75,000 

€-i.— Forest Capital 

13,000 

2,500 

800 


15,300 

; 



Outlay. 









9.— Registration . 

8,000 

1,500 

... 

1,000 

10,500 

*C4 (ft-e) 

2,200 

12,700 

22.— General Admi- 

1,37,800 

33,900 

1 

24,700 

1,95,400 

‘0439xf 

87,600 

2,83,000 

nistration. 









24.— Administration 

1,39,500 

46,300 

500 

23,800 

2,10,100 

•04xp* 

24,100 

2,34,200 

of Justice. 









26.— Jails and Con- 

26,900 

9,000 

300 

6,100 

42,-000 

(«) 

<«) 

42,300 

vict Settle- 









ments. 









36.— Police . 

1,86,400 

64,800 

1,400 

52,900 

3,05,500 

ll7x« 

35,700 

3,41,200 


EXPLANATORY REMARKS. 

(a) As we have apportioned the expenditure cf the Province on the population basis [ vid 0 note («) to Stats 
<nent No. LIII 1 we bays not added any overhead charges. 

(d) See paragraph 29. 

fc-Ef, 10,96,100. 
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STATEMENT 
[See para 


Revenue. 


Heidi of Account. 

! 

; Nimar District, 

1 vide 

Statement 

No. J.VI, 

Hoshangabad 
District, vide 
Statement 

No. LVIII. 

Betnl District, 
vide 

Statement 
No. L1X. 

Sangor District, 
vide 

Statement 

No. LX. 

Total 

Be venue. 


(it) Provincial— contd. 




Bs. 

Bs, 

Bs. 

| *. 

Bs, 

XIX.— Police .... 

300 

800 

... 

400 

1,000 

XXl.— Education .... 

11,100 

- 


2,200 

13,300 

XXII.— Medical .... 

100 

600 

... 

100 

890 

XXIll -Public fleoltn . . . 

1,800 

700 

... 

200 

2,700" 

XXIV.— Agrioalture 

7,600 

... 

... 

2,100 

9,600' 

XXV —Industries .... 

400 

i 

... 


400 

XXVI.— Miscellaneous Departments . 

7,100 

1,500 

see 

- 

8,800' 

1 

XXX.-Ci?il Works . . . 

3,500 

... 

N< 

... 

3,500 

XXXV,— Miscellaneous . . . 

17,900 

3,600 

... 

... 

21,500 

Total . 

17,88,30.' 

6,63,400 

8,100 

2,46,800 

26,06,600 
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No. LX1 condd. 

■graphs %31 and 238.) 

Gwalior ceded territories in the Central Provinces. 


Expenditure. 


Heads of Account. 

Nimar 

District, 

vide 

Statement 
.No. LVI. 

Hoshanga- 

bad 

District, 

vide 

Statement 
No. LVIII. 

Betnl 

District, 

vuie 

Statement 
No. LIX. 

Sangor 

Dist rict, 
vide 

Statement 
No. LX. 

Total 

I ■ i . !i‘l 
< i. :■ ■ 

orerhead 
and gene: al 
charges. 

Formal 89 
for 
■w 

charges, 

vide 

Statement 
No. II. 

Amount of 
orerhead 
and 

general 
chat ges 
debitable. 

Total 
charge* of 
the ceded 
areas. 




(ii) Provincial— con 




| 

Bs, 

Bs. 

Bs. 

Bs. 

Bs. 


Bs. 

Bs. 

SO.— Scientific De- 
partments. 



... 


... 

•OOlxp 

600 

600 

81.— Education • 

1,63,400 

04,800 

400 

30,200 

2,58,800 

•06xp 

36,300 

2,95,000 

82.— Medical . 

38,900 

15,000 

... 

0,100 

60,600 

•026xp 

15,100 

78,700 

33.— Public Health. 

3,400 

1,700 

100 

1,700 

6,900 

•Qlxp 

6,000 

12,900 

34.— Agriculture . 

81,300 

35,600 

100 

6,100 

73,100 

•27x< 

•OOSxjt 

| 24,500 

97,600 

88.— Industries . 

400 


... 


400 

lxe 

400 

800 

37.— Miscellaneous 
Departments. 

100 

200 

... 

- 

30C 

i 

(«) 

300 

41 . — Civil Works . 

2,31,600 

91,300 

1 

18,200 

3,41,100 

'OUlxf 

<» 

•?4xa 

1 1,04,000 

445,100 

43,— Famine Relief 


... 


... 

... 

to# 

18,100 

W 

18,100 

48 ,— Superannuation 
Allowances and 
Pensions. 



• 

... 


... 

1,13,900 

ij$oo 

■48.— Stationery and 
Printing. 

... 


... 

... 


•014 xt 

27,900 

IfoOO 

47.— Miscellaneous. 

28 200 

18,400 

... 

6,300 

47,900 


(<) 

47,900 

Sumy and Settle 
ment. 

5 00 

3,400 

... 

3,400 

11,000 

... 

... 

11,600 

Total . 

13,56,000 

4,67,900 

6,300 

2,14,800 

30,44,000 

... 

5,57,100 

26.01,100 

t 


EXPLANATORY REMARES. 


(6) The formula we hare adopted here Includes also expenditure oa account of establishment, tools and plant, 

(e) As we haie got figures of expenditure actually incurred in the ceded areas, we hare not added orerhead 
e barges under these heads. 

(e) See paragraph 21, 

(/) See naramnh 19. 

(g ) Sae paragraph IS. 
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STATEMENT No. LXII. 
{See 'paragraph 247.) 


Statement of the revenue and expenditure of the ceded area known aa 
Yawal Chopra in the East Khandesh District of the Bombay 
Presidency. 


Revenue. 


j Expenditure. 


Heads of Account. 

Average 

annual 

Amount. 

Heads of Account. 

Average 

annual 

Amount. 


Rs. j 

i 

i 

Rs. 


(i) Central. 


II. — Taxes on Income 

55,000 

2. — Taxes on Income . 

4,200(6) 

III.— Salt . 

34, 900(a) 

3— Salt . 

4, 200(a) 

Imperial Excises . 

11,700 



Total . 

1,01,600 

Total 

8,400 


(n) Pr< 

)VINCIAL. 



V. — Land Revenue 

5,83,800 

5. — Land Revenue 

73,700 

VI. — Excise . 

1,62,600 

6. — Excise . 

11, 900(c) 

VII. — Stamps 

1,52,100 

7. — Stamps 

2,400 

VIII. — Forest 

14,200 

8. — Forest . 

5, 400(d) 

IX. — Registration . 

15,100 

9. — Registration 

5,700 

XVII. — Administration of 
Justice. 

10,800 

22. — General Administra- 
tion. 

98,500 

XVTII. — Jails and convict 
settlements. 

6,000( ff ) 

24. — Administration of 
Justice. 

39,000 

XXI. — Education . 

2,900 

25. — Jails and convict 
settlements. 

20,600(5) 

XXII.— Medical . 

1,900 

26. — Police . 

76, 900(e) 

XXIII.— Public Health . 

2,400 

31. — Education 

1,41,900 

XXIV.— Agriculture 

2,300 

32.— Medical 

9,600 

XXVI. — Miscellaneous 

1,900 

33. — Public Health 

6,400 

XXX.— Civil Works 

2,700 

34.-- .Wrimlluiv . 
Veterinary . 
Co-operative 

| 37. — Miscellaneous Do- 
| partments. 

1 41. — Civil Works . 

! 12,200 

1 3,700 

1 6,300 

j 2,000 

f 3,200(/) 

! 

Total . 

9,57,700 

Total . 

6,98,400 


N. B . — In all cases of Provincial revenue and expenditurerthe average of the 
ceded area is based on the actuals of three years. Additional remarks regarding 
method of calculation, etc., have been added where the information is available ^ 
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EXPLANATORY REMARKS. 

(a) Computed, vide paragraph 11. 

(b) The district expenditure of Rs. 30,000 has been apportioned in the pro- 
portion of revenue of the ceded area to the revenue of the district. 

(c) The expenditure represents actual expenditure on the staff employed in* 
the ceded area plus a proportionate share (based on the number of talukas in the 
district) of the district overhead charges. 

(d) The cost of forest administration has been calculated in proportion to- 
forest area. 

(e) The average annual cost of the District Police establishment has been 
apportioned on the basis of population. 

(/) This includes (i) average annual maintenance charges Rs. 47,000, viz . 
Buildings Rs. 3,400 ; Roads Rs. 43,600. 

(ii) average capital expenditure during 4 years ending 1029-30 Rs 23,400, 
viz., Buildings Rs. 10,964 ; Roads Rs. 12,436. 

(iii) Grants in aid to local bodies Rs. 12,800. 

( g ) Under “ Jail and Convict Settlements ” we have apportioned a share of 
the provincial revenue and expenditure on population basis. 



STATEMENT No. LXIII. 

(See paragraph 248.) 

Statement of revenue and expenditure of 11 ceded villages in Sholapur 

District of Bombay. 


Revenue. 


Expenditure. 


Heads of Account. 

Amount. 

Heads of Account. 

Amount. 


Rs. 1 


Rs. 


(») Central. 


Imperial Excises 

500(a) 



IIL— Salt . 

1, 400(a) 

3.— Salt . 

200(a) 

Total . 

1,900 

Total 

200 






( ii ) Provincial. 


V. — Land Revenue 

16,900(6) 

5. — Land Revenue 

1, 300(d) 

VI. — Excise . 

1,600(6) 

6. — Excise . 

300(e) 

VIII. — Forest 

100(6) 

8. — Forest . 

# # 

IX. — Registration 

300(c) 

9. — Registration . 

200(e) 

XIII. — Irrigation . 

100(6) 

XIII. — Irrigation Work- 
ing expenses. 

.. (-) 

XVTII. — Jails, etc. . 

200 


XIX. — Police 

600(c) 

14. — Interest 

.. (i) 

XXI.*— Education . 

100(6) 

22. — General Administra- 

4, 600(e) 



tion. 



25. — Jails and Convict 

900(c) 



Settlements. 



26. — Police . 

3, 500(e) 



31. — Education 

2,500 (/) 



32. — Medical 

900(e) 



33. — -Public Health 

400(e) 



41. — Civil Works . . 

3,000(<7) 

Total 

19,900 

Total 

17,600 


EXPLANATORY REMARKS. 

(а) Computed, vide paragraph 11. 

(б) Based on actuals* 

(c) Proportion of District figures as calculated by the Collector. 

(d) Proportion of District expenditure taken on the basis of land revenue of 
the ceded villages to land revenue of the District. 

(e) Proportion of the figures of the District, as furnished by the Accountant 
General, on population basis. 

( f ) The actual expenditure in the ceded villages is Rs. 1,400, while a proper, 
tion of the District expenditure apportioned on population basis amounts to 
Rs, 4,600. We have taken Rs. 2,500 as a fair charge. 






to) Represents average maintenance of 6| miles of roads, plu$ Rs. 700 on 
account of Grants-in-aid to local bodies. 

(A) Represents actual irrigation revenue derived from the ceded village of 
Bhogaon in respect of the Ekruk tank. 

(♦) As the revenue of the Ekruk tank is derived mainly from water supplied 
to the Municipality and Mills, we considered that instead of charging the ceded 
villages with a proportion (♦) of the interest on the capital outlay of the Ekruk tank, 
and fu) of the working expenses of the tank on the basis of area under irrigation, 
it would be fairer to apportion these charges on the basis of actual revenue derived 
from the ceded area to the total revenue of the tank. In this proportion, viz., 

• 09 per cent, the amount of interest and working expenses ohargeable to the ceded 
villages is negligible. 



STATEMENT No. LXIV. 
(See paragraph 248.) 


Statement of the revenue and expenditure of 2 villages of Ahmadnagar 
District of Bombay, viz ., — Bhatodi and Athwad. 


Revenue. 


Expenditure. 



(i) Central. 


III.— Salt . 

200(6) 

3. — Salt . • • 

.. («) 

Imperial Excises 

100(6) 


f 

Total . 

300 

Total . 

Nil 


(ii) Pro\ 

. 

TNCIAL, 


V. — Land Revenue 

f 3, 900(d) 

5. — Land Revenue 


VI. — Excise . 

) 200(e) 

22. — General Administra- 





tion and 


. 900(9) 

IX. — Registration . 

100(e) 






24. — Administration of 



XIII. — Irrigation . 

2,100(/) 

Justice (Criminal). 





6. — Excise . 

.. (6) 



9. — Registration . 

•• « 



XII& — Irrigation — de- 

2,000(i) 



duct working ex- 




penses. 




14. — Interest 

4,000(&) 



24. — Administration of 

400(i) 



Justice (Civil). 




26. — Jails and Convict 

100(m) 



Settlements. 




26. — Police . 

400(m) 



31. — Education 

500(n) 



32. — Medical 

100(o) 



34. — Agriculture . 

.100(P) 



41. —Civil Works . 

300(?) 

Total 

6,300 

Total 

» 1 

8,800 


EXPLANATORY REMARKS. 


(b) Computed, vide paragraph 11. 

(c) The proportionate cost of collection of revenue is negligible. 

{d) Represents average of land revenue assessment and miscellaneous land 
revenue of last three years. 

(e) Proportion of the District revenue calculated by the Collector. 

(/) Represents proportion, based on area under irrigation by the Bhatodi 
Tank, of the average annual revenue derived from this Tank as given in the Ad- 
ministrative Account. This proportion being approximately 34 per cent. 

(0f) The three heads of expenditure are under the charge of the District revenue 
department and separate figures are not obtainable. 
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(h) The normal Excise expenditure is negligible. We have omitted a sum of 
Rs. 900 roundly on account of establishment charges for ganja cultivation as this 
is presumably included in our figure of provincial overhead charges. 

(i) The proportion of District expenditure under this head is negligible. 

(j) Represents proportion (34 per cent.) of the average maintenance charges 
of the Bhatodi tank as given in the Administrative accounts, based on the area 
irrigated* 

(k) Represents proportion of the interest charges of the Bhatodi tank according 
to the Administrative accounts, based on the area irrigated. 

(l) Proportion of District Expenditure on civil courts based on the number 
of civil cases. 

(m) Proportion of District expenditure based on population. 

(n) In the case of Bhatodi this represents a proportion of the cost of the school 
in that village based on the number of pupils in so far as Bhatodi is concerned, 
a proportion of the District expenditure on Edcnation, based on population has 
been calculated for the other village. 

(o) Represents proportion of cost of civil hospital at Ahmadnagar based on 
population. 

( p ) Represents proportion of District expenditure based on area cultivated# 

(q) Average annual maintenance of Government buildings at Bhatodi, plut 
Rs. 200 on account of Grants-in-aid to local bodies. 
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STATEMENT No. LXV. 


(See paragraph 2S6 and Statements Nos. XXIV and XXV). 

Statement of revenue and expenditure of the Panch Mahals District 

of Bombay. 


Revenue. 

Expenditure. 


Heads of Account. 

Amount. 

Heads of Account. 

Amount. 


Rs. 


Rs. 


(t) Central. 


II. — Taxes on Income 

78,000(6) 

2. — Taxes on Income . 

18,800(c) 

III. — Salt . 

70, 000(a) 

3.— Salt 

9,200(a) 

Imperial Excises 

25,700 

41. — Civil Works . 

3, 500(d)' 

Total 

1,79,700 

Total * 

26,600 


( ii ) Provincial. 


V. — Land Revenue 

4,82,800(6) 

6. — Land Revenue 

50.900(c) 

VI. — Excise . 

3,63,800(6) 

6. — Excise . 

1.08.000(c) 

VII. — Stamps 

1,10,400(6) 

7. —Stamps. 

1, 700(c) 

VIII. — Forest 

2,96,200(6) 

8. — Forest . 

89, 000(c) 

IX. — Registration . 

13,000(6) 

8 A. — Forest 

600(c) 

XIII and XIV.— Irrigation 

6,800(6) 

9. — Registration . 

6, 200(c) 

XVII. — Administration of 

30,500(6) i 

XIII. — Irrigation deduct 

1.900(c) 

Justice. 

1 

working expenses. 


XVIII. — .Tails and Convict 

10,900(6) , 

14. — Interest 

4,100(/) 

Settlements. 



XIX.— Police. 

2,100(6) ; 

16.— Irrigation 

28,100(i) 

XXI. — Education . 

12,500(6) 

22. — General Administra- 

2,20, 100(c) 



tion. 


XXII.— Medical . 

3,300(6) 

24. — Administration of 

77, 300(c) 



Justice. 


XXIII.— Public Health . 

3,600(6) 

26. — Jails and Convict 

46, 000(c) 



Settlements. 


XXIV. — Agriculture 

4,000(6) 

26. — Police . 

2, 36, 300(c) 

Cooperative 

100(6) 



XXVI. — Miscellaneous De- 

600(6) 

31. — Education 

3,03, 200(c) 

partments. 




XXX,— Civil Works 

62,100(6) 

32. — Medical 

36, 700(c) 

XXXV.— Miscellaneous . 

1,100(6) 

33.— Public Health 

22, 600(c) 



34. — Agriculture . 

7, 600(c) 



Co-operative . 

7, 100(c) 



Veterinary 

4, 200(c) 



37. — Miscellaneous 

i 300(c) 



41.— Civil Works . 

l,32,600(fc) 



47. — Miscellaneous 

6, 600(c) 



Survey and Settlement . 

1,800(0) 

Total 

13,99,800 

. 

Total 

| 13,89,600 

i 


(a) Computed* vide paragraph 


(6) For basis of revenue figures (both Central and Provincial), see explanations 
attached to Statement No. XXIV. 

(c) For basis of expenditure figures (both Central and Provincial), see explana- 
tions attached to Statement No. XXV. 
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{&) Tho figure shown against 41 -Civil Works -Central — is the average of the 
expenditure incurred during the 5 years ending 1930-31 in the Distriet based on 
separate details furnished by the Collector. 

(s) Represents average annual expenditure on maintenance and repairs of Irri- 
gation works for which capital accounts are kept. The works taken into account 
are the Suki river project and the Futelao tank. 

(/) This represents interest on Irrigation works for which capital accounts are 
kept. The figures have been taken from the Administrative accounts and relate 
to the Suki river project and the Futelao tank. 

(g) Survey and Settlement expenditure is based on separate figures furnished by 
the local authorities for three Settlements divided by the normal period covered by 
each Settlement. 


(A) Represents — 


■x™ ■ ~ 

Original 

Maintenance 


Works, 

and 

Repairs* 


Rs. 

Rs. 

Buildings • . 

14,200 

22,600 

Roads. 

i • * • « 1,800 

66,700 


Total . 16,500 

88,30* 


Plus Rs. 27,700 on account of Grants-in-aid to local bodibo. 

{%) Represents average annual maintenance and repairs of Irrigation works for 
which neither capital nor revenue accounts are kept ; based on separate details 
furnished to us by the Collector, plus 23 per cent, for establishment, etc., charges. 



m 


I.— Customs . 

IL— Taxes on Income 
Ill-Salt. . . 

Imperial Excises 


Revenue. 


STATEMENT 
(See para 

the result of valuation of the Quxdior 



(•) Central. 

Er, i 


Total .1 1,01,600 


V, — Land Bovenue .... 

VI, — Excise 

VII. — Stamps 

VIII. — Forest • . • • • 

II.-Bf filtration .... 

OIL- •% 

f Irrigation . , 

xiv.- ; 

XVII.— Administration of Justice . 


(ii) Provincial. 

6,88,800 I 


XVIII.— Jails and eonriot settlements 
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No. LXVI. 
graphs 256 and 257.) 

eeded territories situated in the Bombay Presidency. 


Expenditure. 


Heada of Account. 

East 

Khandesh 
ceded area, 
vide 

Statement 
Mo. LXII. 

11 Sholapur Panch 
and 2 Mahals 

Ahmednagar Diatrict 
villages, ; vide 
vide ' State- 
Statements ment 
Nos. LXIlt No. 
and LX1V. | LXV. 

i 

Total Expenditure 

excluding overhead 
and General charges. 

Formula 

for 

calculating 

overhead 

and 

general 

charges 

vid* 

Statement 
No. III. 

Amount of 
overhead 
and 

general 

charges 

debitable. 

Tota 
charges of. 
the ceded 
areas. 

Remarks. 

i 



(1) Central 






Rs. 

K,. 


Rs. 


Rs. 

Rs. 


1.— Custom . • 

(«) 

(«) 

(<*) 

(«) 

(«) 

(*») 

(«) 


2.— Taxes on Income • 

4,200 ; 

13,800 

18,000 


100 

» 18,100 


8.— Salt . . . 

4200 

200 

9,200 

13,600 


... 

18,600 


23.— Audit , . . 

... 



... 

... 

27,700 

27,700 

See para. 29. 

37.— Census , 

... 


i - 

... 

... 

2,000 

2,000 

See para. 29. 

41.— Civil Works , 

... 

... 

8,600 

8,600 

... 

... 

3,600 


46.— Superan n u a t i 0 u 
Allowances and 
Pensions. 

•M ; 

... 

... 

- 

... 

4,800 

4800 

See para. 29. 

Total 

8,400 

| 200 

26,600 

86,100 

84,600 

69,700 



• 


(U) Provincial 

L 




6.— land Revenue , 

78,700 

2,200 

60,000 1,26,800 

*004 (r+a) 

4900 

1,81,700 


6.— Excise . . • 

11,900 

300 

1,08,000 1,20,200 

•029 (r+e) 

18,600 

1,88,700 


7.— Stamps . . 

8,4I*| 


1,700 

4,100 

•003 (r+«) 

800 

4,900 


8r-Forest . , 

8— A. Forest • • 

1 

6,400 


69,000 

500 

94400 

600 

| ‘02 (r+s) 

8,100 

1,08,000 


9.— Registration , 

6,700 

300 

6,200 

12,100 

*026 (r+v) 

1,000 

18,100 


XIII.— Irrigation- de- 
duct working ex- 
penses. 

■** 

2,000 

1,900 

8,900 

... 

... 

8,900 


14— Interest . • 

... ! 

4,000 

4100 

8,100 

! ... 

... 

8,100 


16.— Irrigation , . 

... 

... 

28,100 

28,100 

... 

Ml 

28,100 


22.— General Adminis- 
tration, 

, 98,500 

4«00 j2.20.lOO 

8,23,200 

•062 x 

1,01,400 

486,600 



Explanatory Remark*. 

(«> Customs revenue and expenditure bai been separately computed, vide Statement, No, LXXIV. 

(6) Bepreaenta proportion, baaed on revenue, of the coat of the Commissioner of Income Tax, Bombay, 
(v) t— Ba, 19,68,900, 
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STATEMENT 
(St* para 

Statement showing the result of valuation of the Gwalior 


Hsvmum. 


Head! o f Account. 

East Khaodesh 
ceded area 
vide Statement 
No. XLII, 

11 Sholapur 
l and 2 Ahmed- 
nagar Tillage* 
vide Statement* 
No*. LXIII 
and LXIV. 

Panch Mahals 
District 
vide Statement 
No. XLV. 

Total memo. 

Prorlnotol-coftid. 




Be. 

Be. 

Bs. 

Bs. 

XIX.— Police 

... 

600 

2,100 

2,700 

XXI.— Education ... , . , « 

2,900 

100 

12,500 

15,500 

XII.— Medical 

1,900 

... 

3,300 

5,200 

Xini.-Pnblic Health ...... 

2,400 

... 

3,600 

6,000 

XXI?,— AfUoiknrt 

2,800 

... 

4,000 

6^00 

Co-operathe 

... 


100 

100 

XXVI.— Miscellaneon* Departments .... 

1,900 

... 

600 

2,500 

XXX.— Cirfl Work* 

2,700 

... 

62,100 

64,800 

XXXV,— Miicellanoou* , # 



1*100 

1,100 

Total . 

9,57,700 

26,200 

13,06^800 " 

a , 85,700 




Ho.LXVI -eoneW. 
graphs 256 and 257.) 

ceded territories situated in the Bombay Presidency . 

Expenditure. 



1 -81< 
11 Sholapur 1 Panch s a 
and 2 Mahals ■§ sjj 

Formula 





for 

Amount of 





calculating 

Total 



Khandesh 

Ahraednagar District 

overhead 

overhead 


Heads of Account. 

ceded area 
vide 

▼mages | vide m 

vide State- w 

and 

general 

'T 

and 

general 

charges of 
the oeded 

Bemarks. 


Statement 

Statements ment 5 g 
Nos. LXIII, No. % * 

charges 

areas. 



No. 1XII. 

debitable. 





and LXIV. | LXV. *3*5* 

Statement 






! l 8S 

No. III. 






(11) Provlnolftl- 

contd. 



Bs. 

Bs. 

Be. 

K,. 


Bs. 

Be. 


24.— Administration of 
Justice. 

39,000 

400 

77,300 

1,16,700 

•097 xp 

53,800 

1,70,500 

P-6, 54,800 

25.— Jails and eonviot 
Settlements. 

20,060 

1,000 

45,000 

66,600 

•0040 xp 

2,000 

09, 200(a) 


26.— Police , . . 

76,90 0 

8,900 

2,36,300 

3,17,100 

•17xc 

63,900 

3,71,000 


-30.— Scientific Depart- 
ment. 


... 


... 

’004 xp 

2,200 

2,200 


31.— Education . . 

1,41,900 

8,000 

8,08,200 

4,48,100 

■13 xp 

72,100 

5,20^)00 


32.— Medical. . . 

9,600 

1,000 

35,700 

40,300 

•13 xp 

72,100 

1,18,400 


38.— Public Health , 

6,400 

400 

22,600 

29,400 

•04xp 

22,200 

61,600 


34.— Agriculture . 

13,200 

100 

7,000 

19.900 

1 

35 xe 




Co-operative . . 

5,300 

... 

7,100 

12,400 j 

- ‘08xp 

56,500 

96,700 


Veterinary . 

3,700 


4,200 

7,900 

J 





35.— Industrie# , 



... 

... 

*004 xp 

2,300 

2,200 

See pave. 18* 

37.— Miscellaneous De- 
partments. 

3,000 

... 

300 

8,300 

•03xp 

(6)8,600 

11,100 


41.-Civil Works . . 

83,200 

8,360 

| 

| 

H 

) 3xe \ 
J*0044xti 

74,400 

2,93,400 


48.— Famine Belief 

•** 

... 

... 

... 

... 

27,70 

27,700 

See para. 2L 

48.— Superannuation 
Allowances and 
Pensions, 

i 

i 

... 



1,00,100 

1,00,100 

See para. 10. 

46.— Stationery and 

Printing 1 . 

... 

... 


... 

•0139 xt 

27,300 

27,800 

See par*. 18. 

47. —Miscellaneous 

... 

... 

6,500 

6,500 

•Olfllxt 

26,800(6) 

31,700 

See para. 18. 

Survey and Settlement 

... 

... 

1,800 

1,800 

... 

... 

1,800 

See psra. 20. 

Total . 

6,98,400 

26,400 

s 

3 s 

I 

s 

f 

7,39,800 

| »M*» 
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been apportioned on a population basis. 

(M From the grois expenditure computed for the ceded arete, at explained in paragraphs 18 and 18, we ha?# da* 
dneted) each direct expenditure as is Inonrred in the ceded areas, the balance only being shewn in the colnmo ‘ overhead 
and general charges’. 






STATEMENT No. LXVIIL 

(See paragraph 268.) 

Statement of the expenditure of the ceded areas in the Jhansi District, 


Heads of Account. 

Collector’s 
figures for the 
District. 

Figures of the 
ceded areas 
as adopted by 
the Committee. 

(i) Central. 



Rs. 

Rs. 

2. — Taxes on Income . 

. 

. 

9,100 

6, 000(a) 

3 Salt .... 

• • 

* 


3,600* 


Total 

. 


9,600 

( ii ) Provincial. 





5. — Land Revenue 



1,21,300 

32,600(6) 

Survey and Settlement . 



. . 

6.200(g) 

6. — Excise .... 



24,600 

10.600(a) 

7. — Stamps .... 



4,300 

l,200(c) 

8. — Forest 



76,800 

\ 38, 000(d) 

8A. — Forest Capital Outlay . 



4,300 

2, 100(d) 

9. — Registration . 



6,200 

l,800(c) 

16. — Irrigation 



53,100 

. , 

22. — General Administration . 



1,93,900 

66, 400(c) 

24. — Administration of Justice 



99,900 

29, 100(c) 

25. — Jails and Convict Settlements 



43,800 

14,900(c) 

26. — Police .... 



4,68,500 

1,36,300 (c) 

3l. — Education 



4,92,100 

1,43,200 (c) 

32. — Medical 



61,300 

17, 800(c) 

33.— Public Health 



1,11,100 

32,300(c) 

34.- — Agriculture 



6,100 

l,600(ft) 

Co-operative 



900 

300(c) 

Veterinary 



15,000 

4,400(c) 

36. — Industries 



32,000 

9, 300(c) 

41. — Civil Works . 



1,30,300 

48,000 (f) 


Total 

• 


5,88,000 


EXPLANATORY REMARKS. 

♦Computed cost of collection. 

(a) A share of the district expenditure has been apportioned to the ceded area 
in the proportion of the revenue of ceded area to the revenue of the district. 

(b) Expenditure for the district has been apportioned on the basis of cultivated 
area. 

(c) Share of the district expenditure has been apportioned on the population 
basis. 

( d ) District expenditure apportioned on the basis of area under Forest. 

(e) As prisoners are frequently transferred from one District to another and one 
Central Jail in one district will probably accommodate prisoners from a number 
of districts, we feel that the expenditure incurred in the district is no true guide 
We have therefore apportioned the entire expenditure of the Province on the basis 
of population (Rs. 8 ‘63 per 100 of population). 

(/) This includes estimated average expenditure on Original Works (Rs. 7 200) 
and maintenance and repairs of buildings and roads and a share of the Govern- 
ment grants-in-aid paid to local bodies for Civil Works. 

(g) Based on the cost of the last Survey and Settlement. 

(fi) Share of the district expenditure on the basis of area under cultivation. 
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STATEMENT No, LXIX. 

(See 'paragraph 275.) 

Statement of revenue and expenditure of the Gwalior ceded areas in the 

Jalaun District. 


Revenue. 

Expenditure. 

Haads of Account. 

Amount. 

Heads of Account. 

Amount. 


Rs. 

I 

Rs. 


( % ) Central. 


11.-— Taxes on Income 

600(6) 

2. — Taxes on Income 

100(0) 

111.— Salt 

9, 200(a) 

3.— Salt 

1.100(f) 

Imperial Excises 

3, 800(a) 



Total 

13,600 

Total 

1,200 


(it) Pro 

VINCIAL. 


V. — Land Revenue 

1,32,400(6) 

5. — Land Revenue 

1 

VI. — Excise . 

2,800(6) 

22. — General Administra- 

)■ 18,600 (h) 



tion .... 

J 



Survey and Settlement 

600 (r) 

VII. — Stamps 

16.000(c) 

6. — Excise 

7. — Stamps. 

] 1,100(») 

VIII. — Forest 

•• ( d ) 

8. — Forest . 

• • (d) 

IX. — Registration . 

1, 000(c) 

XIII.— Irrigation Work- 




ing Expenses 

57,100 (k) 

XIII A XIV. — Irrigation 

93, 300(e) 

14. — Interest 

48,600(Z) 

XVII. — Administration of 


15. — Irrigation 

150 (m) 

Justice 

1, 400(c) 



XVm. — Jails and Convict 


24. — Administration of 


Settlements 

200(c) 

Justice 

3,200 (n) 

XIX. — Police . 

400(c) 

28. — Police . 

25,700(w) 

XXI. — Education . 

1, 300(c) 

31. — Education 

21,500(n) 



25. — Jails and Convict 



t 

Settlements 




32. — Medical 

6,800(o) 



33. — Public Health 

J 



34. — Agriculture . 

I 



9. — Registration 

V 15,900(p) 



6. — Land Records 

J 



41. — Civil Works . 

UOO(g) 

Total 

2,48,800 

Total 

2,00,850 


EXPLANATORY REMARKS. 

(a) Represents revenue computed, vide paragraph 11. 

(b) Represents actual revenue in the ceded areas. 

(c) In these cases, the revenue of the District has been apportioned on the basis 
of population. 

(d) We had no relia ble data on which to apportion a share of the revenue and 
expenditure under VIII — Forest and 8 — Forest. In any case the District figure is 
not large and the share of the ceded villages would be negligible. 
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(«) The revenue of the Betwa Canal System serving the oeded territories baa been 
allocated in the proportion of the area under irrigation in the ceded areas to Hie total 
area irrigated by the systems, viz., 17*7 per cent. 

(/) Represents computed cost of collection based on the computed revenue 
calculated in the indirect method. 

(g) The Income-tax expenditure of the * circle * has been apportioned in the 
proportion of the revenue of the ceded area to the revenue of the circle. 

(ft) This includes also expenditure adjustable under the head 22 — General 
Administration. As the actual expenditure in the ceded area could not be as- 
certained nor could the same be separated from the expenditure on General 
Administration, a share of the expenditure of the District under both the heads 
has been worked out on the basis of population. Separate figures even for the 
district under these heads are not available in view of the system of accounts main 
tained in the United Provinces. 

( i ) Includes the expenditure adjustable under 7 — Stamps also. The expendi- 
ture figure is a share of the District expenditure under these heads based on the 
proportion which the revenue of the ceded area under these heads bears 
to the corresponding revenue of the district. 

(k) Represents a share of the working expenses of the Betwa Canal System taken 
in proportion of area irrigated in the ceded territory to entire area irrigated by the 
System, i.e., 17*7 per cent. 

(l) Represent'! 17*7 per cent, of the Interest charged to the Betwa Canal System 

in the Capital and Revenue Accounts of the System for the year 1929-30. 17 ‘7 

is the percentage of acreage irrigated in ceded territories to the total acreage irri- 
gated by the System. 

(ni) Represents annual cost of maintenance of irrigation works in the ceded area 
for which neither capital nor revenue accounts are kept. 

(a) The expenditure of the district has been apportioned on the basis of popu- 
lation. 

( o ) The figures for the expenditure adjustable under 4 25— Jails and Convict 
Settlements, 32 — Medical and 33 — Public Health * cannot be separately obtained 
for the district. The total expenditure under these heads haB been apportioned on a 
population basis. 

( p ) Worked out from the total figure for the district on the basis of cultivated 
area. Includes also the expenditure adjustable under * Land Records * and * 9 — 
Registration *. 

( q ) Represents average annual maintenance charges of Government buildings 
in the ceded area together with an addition of Rs. 900 on account of a share of 
Government grants-in-aid to loca ] bodies for the maintenance of roads, etc. 

^ (r) Estimated share of Settlement charges, vide paragraph 20 of the Report* 



STATEMENT No. LXX. 

(See 'paragraph 279.) 

Statement of revenue and expenditure of 17 villages in Muttra District and 3 villages in Agra District. 
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Heads of Account. Muttpa. Agra. Total. Heads of Account. j Muttra. Agra. Total 


867 




STATEMENT 
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(See paragraph* 

Statement showing the rmlt of valuation of the Gwalior 
Revenue. 


Major Hoads. 

i 

Jhansi District, 
vide 

Statement 
No. LXVII. 

i 

Jalaun District, 
vide 

Statement 
No. LXIX. 

Agra and 
Muttra Dis- 
tricts, vide 
Statement 

No. LXX. 

Total. 


(1) Central. 

R«. | Rs. 

Rs. 

| R-. 

IL—Tttxei on Income * • 

45,200 

500 i 

Ml 

45,700 

III. -Salt .... 

29,500 

9,200 

1,500 

40,200 

Imperial Excises . « 

11,900 

3,800 

600 

16,800 

Total 

8 
c o 

s' 

! 

18,500 

2,100 

1,02,200 


(ii) Provincial. 




3fl9 

feM 

& 8 ,mamdS 80 .) 

tided area* in the United Province*. 


Bxpenditafe. 





| igra and 


Formula 

for 



Major Heads. 

Jhansi 

District, 

vide 

Statement 

Lxvrii. 

Jalaun 

District, 

vide 

Statement 
No. LX1X. 

Muttra 

Districts, 

vide 

State- 

ment 

No. 

LXX. 

Total. 

calculating 
overhead 
and general 
charges, 
vide 

Statement 
No. IV. 

Share of 
overhead 
and general 
charges. 

Total. 


(i) Central 



Rs. 

Rs. 

I Rs. 

Rs. 


Rs. 

[ Rs. 

2. — Taxes on Income, 

6,000 

100 

... 

6,100 

•54% 

200 

6,300 

3. — Salt . 

3,600 

1,100 

200 

4,900 

... 

... 

4,900 

23. — Audit 


... 

i 

... 

... 

9,700 

(a) 9,700 

37. — Census 



... 

... 

... 

300 

(«) 300 

Total 

i 

9,600 

1,200 

200 

11,000 


10,200 

21,200 


(ii) Provincial. 


6. — Land Revenue . 

32,500 

18,500 

1,600 

52,600 

*002 (f 4-<?) 

700 

63,800 

6. — Excise 

10,600 

1,100 

300 

12,000 

•0928 (r+«) 

12,600 

24,500 

7. — Stamps 

1,200 

... 

100 

1,300 

•0071 (r+e) 

600 

1,800 

8.— Forest 

38,000 


... 

38,000 

•02 ( r+e ) 

1,700 

j 41,800 

8A. — Forest Capital 

2,100 



2,100 

... 

... 

Outlay. 







9. — Registration 

1,800 


ICO 

3,900 

•02 (r+e) 

100 

2,000 

XII. — Irrigation Work- 


57,100 

5,600 

62,700 



62,700 

lng Expenses. 






14.— Interest . 

... 

48,600 

4,100 

52,700 

... 

... 

52,7^1 

15. — Irrigation 


150 


150 


... 

160 

22.— General Adminis- 

56,400 


3,100 

59,500 

*0549 xt 

38,500 

98,000 

tration. 




24. — Administration of 

29,100 

3,200 

900 

33,200 

*05 Xj>* 

12,000 

45,200 

Jnstice. 



25. — Jails and Convict 
Settlements. 

14,900 


600 

15,500 

• 002 x p 

100 

(«) 15,600 

26.— Police 

1,36-300 

25,700 

7,300 

1,69,300 

•13 X « 

22,000 

1,91,800 ' 


EXPLANATORY REMARKS. 

(o) See paragraph 29. 

(e) In this case p. = 64,267, ♦.«„ the population of the ceded areas in the Jalaun, Agra and Muttra 
Districts. 

* *>.-2,40,294. 

*.-Rs. 7,00.800. 

t 
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STATEMEN 


Statement showing the result of valuation of the Owali 
Revenue. 





Agra and 



Jhansi District, 

Jalaun District 

Muttra Dis- 


Major Heads, 

vide 

Statement 

vide 

Statement 

tricts, vide 
Statement 

Total, 


No. LXVII. l 

No. LXIX. 

No. LXX. 



(il) Provincial— oonW. 



Rs. 

Rs. 

Rs. 

Rs* 

XHI.—Irrigation . , . 

... 

93,300 

14,200 

1,07,60< 

XVII. — Administration of 

Justice. 

5,500 

1,400 


6.SKK 

XVIII. — Jails and Convict Settle, 
ments. 

2,800 

200 

... 

3,00( 

XIX.— Police . . 

2,000 

400 

... 

2,40( 

XXI. -Education . , . 

6,400 

1,300 

700 

8,40< 

XXII.- Medici . 

100 

... 

... 

10( 

XXIII.— Publio Health . 

3,200 

«•« 

MS 

3,20( 

XXIV.— Agriculture , , 

460 

Ml 

• •• 

40C 

Co-operative . 

*«a 

... 

IM 

... 

Veterinary 

100 

... 

~ 1 

IOC 

XXX.— Civil Works . 

2,600 

1 

| 


2,50( 

■ 

Total 

3,7 L, 800 

2,48,800 

43,300 

6,63,9 0( 

i 
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No. LXXL— eontd. 


268 , 275 and 2S0.) 


ceded areas m the United Provinces— contd. 

Expenditure. 


Major Heads. 


Jhansi 

District, 

vide 

Statement 

No. 

LXVIII. 


Jalaun 

District, 

vide 

Statement 
No. LXIX. 


Agra abd 
Muttra 
Districts, 
vide 
State* 
ment 
No. 
LXX. 


Total. 


Formulae [ 

forced- ' 

! »«. of 
ojerhead I 0y0)head 

an charXV nd?CnCral 

vide | 

Statement I 
No. IV. | 


charges. 


Total* 


(ii) Provincial— eontd. 



Its. 

Rs. 

Rs. 

Rs. 


Rs. 

Rs. 

80. — Scientific Depart- 

... 




•0005 x p 

100 

100 

ments. 







81. — Education . • 

1,48,200 

21,600 

3,500 

1,68,200 

•076 X p 

18,800 

1,86,600 

32.— Medical . • 

17,800 

6,800 

600 

25,200 

*02 X p 

4,800 

30,000 

33. — Public Health 1 . 

32,300 

... 

1,300 

33,600 

•015 x V 

3,600 

37,200 

84. — Agriculture . 

1,600 

15,900 

100 

17,600 

•296 X« 




Co-operative 

300 

... 

... 

300 

... 


• 11,200 

33,500 

Veterinary . . 

4,400 

... 


4,400 

•019 x p 

> 



35,— Industries 

9,800 

... 


9,3()0 

•4 X « 

3,700 

13,00 

37. — Miscellaneous De- 


... 



•0018 x p 


400 

400 

partments. 







41.— Civil works , 

48,000 

1,700 

200 

49,900 

•0085 x t 
•28 X « 

16,500 

66,400 

43.— Famine relief . 

... 

... 

... 

... 

2,200 

(6)2,200 

45,— Superannuat ion 
Allowances and 


... 

... 

... 

... 

49,300 

(o)49,80O 

Pensions. 








46. — Stationery and 

Printing. 

... 

... 

... 

... 

•012 X/ 

8,400 

(4)8,400 

47.— Miscellaneous . 

... 


... 

... 

•0085 x* 

6,000 

6,000 

Survey and Settle-' 
meats. 

6,200 

600 

100 

8,900 

... 

• 

6,900 


5,86,000 

2,00,850 

29,500 

8,16,360 


2,12,600 

10,28,950 


EXPLANATORY REMARKS. 

(6) See paragraph 21. 

(e) See paragraph 19. 

See paragraph 18. 


z 2 
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STATEMENT No. LXXH. 

(See paragraph 282.) 

Statement of revenue and expenditure of the Manpur Pargana in Central 

India. 


Heads of Account. 

Revenue. 

Heads of Account. 

Expenditure. 


1 

CSNTBAL. 



Rs. 


Rs. 

Imperial Excises # 

300(a) 

3.— Salt . 

100(a) 

II. — Income Tax . . i 

2,600(6) 

6. — Excise . 

6, 000(c) 

m.— Salt . 

800(a) 

8. — Forest . 

11, 900(d) 

V. — -Land Revenue 

17, 000(e) 

22. — General Administra- 

16, 900(f) 



tion. 


YI. — Excise . 

18, 900(e) 





23. — Audit . 

800(0) 

VII. — Stamps 

2, 600(e) 





24. — Administration of 

3,900(ft) 

Vni.~ Forest 

30, 300(e) 

Justice. 


IX. — Registration . 

, , 

25. — Jails and Convict 

400(d) 



Settlements. 


XVII. — Administration of 

300(e) 



Justice. 


26. — Police . 

9, 000(d) 



31. — Education 

6,300(t) 



32. — Medical 

8, 800(d) 



41. — Civil Works . 

16,200(;) 



47. — Miscellaneous 

600(d) 


1.' 

Pensionary Liability 

4,300(fc) 

Total . 

1 72,700 J 

Total 

84,100 


N.B . — The whole of the above is * ‘ central 

The following woald normally be the division between “Central” and “ Pro* 
vinoial ” * 

Central* Provincial. 


Revenue — 

(Salt, Imperial 

Excises and Income 
Tax). 

Rs. 

3,700 

Revenue 

Expenditure — 



(Salt and Audit) 

900 

Expenditure 


Rs. 

69,000 


83,200 


EXPLANATORY REMARKS. 

(o) Computed. 

(6) Represents annual average inoome*tax deducted from the salary bills of 
the Political, Tahsil and Publio Works officers and clerks of the Pargana. 

(c) Based on the proportion of excise revenue in Manpur to the excise revenue 
n Central India. 
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(d) Average annual direet expenditure. , 

(e) Average annual direct revenue. 

(/) Rs. 10,840 based on the actuals of 4 years ending 1929*30 and the baianoe, 
v&. 9 Rs. 6,057 represents share of the oost of the Agency Administration. 

<g) Represents 1 per cent, of the total expenditure* 

(A) On population basis. 

(4) Rs. 5, 795is based onactualsand the balance represents proportion of inspeo* 
tion charges on basis of population of Manpur to that of the British Administered 
area in Central India! 

(j) Rs. 11,700 represents average annual expenditure on the maintenance of 
roads and buildings and the balance Rs. 4,500 is the average oapital expenditure 
from 1926-27 to 1929-30. 

(k) Calculated on the number of officers and expenditure ou establishment 
in the Pargana. 
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STATEMENT * No. LXXIII. 
(See paragraph 286.) 


Statement of revenue and expenditure of 9 Jagir villages of Ajmer- 

Merwara. 


Revenue. 

Expenditure. 

Heads of Account. 

Amount. 

Heads of Account. 

Amount. 


Cent 

BAL. 



Rs. 


Rs. 

HI. — Salt • • . 

900(a) 

3 Salt . 

100(a) 

Imperial Excises 

300(a) 

5. — Land Revenue 

2,700(6) 

V. — Land Revenue 

5,700(6) 

6. — Excise . 

400(c) 

VI. — Excise . 

7, 000(c) 

7. — Stamps 

100(c) 

VII. — Stamps 

2,900(c) 

9. — Registration . 

• • U) 

Other miscellaneous heads 

1, 200(c) 

22. — General Administra- 

1,300(/) 



tion. 




23. — Audit . 

100( ? ) 



24. — Administration of 

1, 100(c) 



Justice. 




25. — Jails and Convict 

500(c) 



Settlements. 




26. — Police . 

3, 600(c) 



30. — Scientific Depart- 

•• 0) 



ments. 




31. — Education 

1,400 (h) 



32. — Medical 

900(c) 



33. — Public Health 

.. U) 



34. — Agriculture . 

400(d) 



37. — Miscellaneous De- 

• • (J) 



partments. 




41. — Civil Works . 

500 (i) 



45. — Superannuation 

l,400(fe) 



47. — Miscellaneous 

100 (/) 

Total . 

18,000 

Total » * 

14,000 


NJB . — The whole revenue and expenditure of Ajmer-Merwara is at present 
* Central *\ The revenue and expenditure can however be restated as follows : — 


INDIRECT HEADS. 
Revenue. 


Rs. 


Salt and Imperial Excises . . . • . , 1,200 

Expenditure. 


Salt . 


100 


Surplus 


1,100 
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OTHER HEADS. 


Revenue 

Expenditure . 

Surplus • 


Rs. 

16,800 

14,600 


2,300 


EXPLANATORY REMARKS. 

(а) These items have been computed, vide paragraph 11. 

(б) The revenue is actual average ; the expenditure is a proportion of the 
Provincial expenditure based on proportion of land revenue. 

(0) Revenue and expenditure of the Province has been apportioned on popula- 
tion basis. 

(d) Proportion of Provincial expenditure as estimated by the Chief Com* 
missioner. 

(f) A proportion of the Provincial expenditure has been apportioned on the 
basis of total expenditure in the villages to total expenditure in the Province under 
corresponding heads. 

(g) This figure has been estimated at 1 per cent, of auditable expenditure in 
the Jagir villages. 

(h) A portion of expenditure of the Province under certain sub-heads only has 
been taken, e.g. t Primary and Inspection, calculated on population basis. 

(1) Includes average annual expenditure on maintenance and repairs and 
average annual expenditure on original works incurred during the four years ending 
1929-30, on buildings in the Jagir villages. 

O') Negligible figure. 

(k) A share of the “ Superannuat on * expenditure of the District has been 
apportioned to the ceded villages on the basis of the total expenditure of those 
villages. 



STATEMENT 


87<J 


(See paragraph e- 

Consolidated statement of the result of valuation 




Revenues from ceded areas valued in : — 


Heads of Acoount. 

i 

1 

11 

I 

1. 
i ^ 

e 

U 

I 

1 

ij 

I 

Gwalior’s 

share 

10*03 

ifoo: 

i 

IXDXBIC* SOUBOXS. 

I. — Customs • • 


M 


• • 

• • 

24,41,100 

22,25,800 

in.— Salt 

1,22,500 

1,12,500 

40,200 


900 

2,76,900 

2,52,500 

Imperial Excises 

1 41,300 

88,000 

16,300 




87,700 

1 i i < 

Total (indirect) 

'* ' “ 

’■ '( .w« 

e # 

’ J 

• . 

' 

• . 

28,14»2Q0 

25,66,000, 

Dibkct. 






t 


II»— Taxes on Income. 

IB 

ittiN 



2,600 

• • 

4,18,800 

3,81,900 

Other Central heads • 



M 

69,000 

16,800 

85,800 

78,200 

Total (direct) . 

■HI 

^FysTiTii 

1 III 

m 


71,600 

16,800 


4,60,100 

Grand total (central). 

e • 

•• 

... 

e • 

•• 

33,18,800 

80,26,100 

All Provincial heads 






URN 


of revenue • 

26,05,600 

28,83,700 

6,63,900 

... 

•• 


51,54,700 










NaLXXIV. 

223,231 and 289.) 

at all Gwalior territorial cession*, 


Expenditure on aeoount of ceded areas valued in : — 


Heads pf Account. 

a 

I| 

|4 

! 

United Pro- 
vinces. 

1 

1 

i* 


Gwalifafr 

share 

10*03 

“IFoo. 

Indirect. 

1 — Customs . 


• t 

• • 



49,800 

45,400 

3 — Salt , 

14,800 

13,600 

4,900 

100 

100 

83,600 

80,600 

Total (indirect) 

# 

• • 

• • 

e • 

• • 

•• 

83,300 

76, WO 

Direct. 

2 — Taxes on Income 

1 

36,200 

18,100 

6,300 



60,600 

56,800 

Other Central Heads 

23 — Audit 

21,000 

27,700 

9,700 

800 

100 

59,300 

64,100 

37— Census 

1 1,200 

2,000 

300 

• . 

.. 

3,600 

3,200 

41 — Civil Works 

•• 

3,600 

• • 

16,200 

500 

20,200 

18,400 

45— Superannuation . 

6,300 

4,800 

• • 

4,300 

1,400 

16,800 

i 15,300 

Other heads 

• • 


•• 

62,700 

12,500 

76,200 

68,600 

Total (dirpct) 

64,700 

56,100 

16,300 



2,30,600 

2,14»900 

Grand total (Central) 

• • 

•-« 

[ 1 

• • 

•• 

3,18,90Q 

2,90300 

All Provincial heads 
of expenditure ~ 1 

50,01,100! 

27,54,200 

10,28,950 

• a 

•• 

63,84,260 

68,21,300 












(See paragraphs 220, 228 and 236.) 

Statement of expenditure on Government buildingB and roads in the Gwalior ceded territories in the Central Provi 


378 



Total Nimar District . f 12,36,900 12,60,800 24,87,700 1,08,800 7,13,400 1,42,700 j 88,900 | 2,31,600 (a) 
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N. B . — There are no Government buildings or roads in the ceded areas in the Bet ul District. 


(See paragraphs' 221, 230 and 235.) 

Statement of Famine Relief Expenditure in the Gwalior ceded areas in the Central Provinces. 


880 







(See paragraphs 251 ancL 256.) 

Statement showing revenue, expenditure and interest of Irrigation Works in the Gwalior ceded areas in the Bombay Presidency. 

Works for which capital and revenue accounts are kept 


382 
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STATEMENT No. LXXVBI. 

(See paragraphs 251 and 256). 

Statement showing expenditure and interest of Irrigation Works in the 
Gwalior ceded areas in the Bombay Presidency. 

Works for which neither capital nor revenue accounts are-kept. 


Ceded areas in: — 

Outlay 

to 

1930-31. 

Interest 

on 

Outlay. 

Maintenance 
and 
repairs 
1928-27 
to 1930-31. 

Average 

annual 

maintenance 

and 

repairs. 


Rs. 

Rs. 

(a) 

0,700 

Rs. 

Rs. 

<*) 

22,860 

Panch Mahals . 

1,33,600 

1,14,300 


(а) Represents interest at the flat rate of 5 per cent. 

(б) This figure, plus 23 per cent, for establishment, etc., charges, total Rs. 28,100* 
has been taken to account in the statement No. LXV under ** 15-~-Irrigation”. 






884 


X 

x 

£ 


8 

Oi 

i 

! 







Sholapur and Ahmad* 
nagar Districts — 

(<) Buildings . 10,200 . . 10,200 300 . . . . 100 
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STATEMENT No. LXXXII. 

{See paragraphs 262, 273 and 278.) 

Statement of expenditure on Government buildings and roads in Gwalior oeded territories in the United Provinces 

and interest thereon. 


m 













STATEMENT No. LX XXIII. 

(See paragraphs 261, 274 and 278.) 

statement of Famine Relief expenditure in the Gwalior ceded areas in the United Provinces. 


390 



N.B . — The figures shown against the Jalaun District represent actual expenditure incurred in the ceded area as reported by the Local 
Government. In the case of the ceded territories in the Muttra and Jhansi Districts, we have apportioned a share of the expenditure of the Dis- 
trict incurred on Famine relief from time to time on the basis of population. The population of the ceded areas in the Muttra District is about 
. 39 per cent, of the population of the District and the population of the ceded areas in the Jhansi District is about 29 per cent, of the District 
population . We have not apportioned any expenditure to the 3 villages in the Agra District, 



STATEMENT No. LXXXIV. . 

(See paragraph 283.) 

Satement of expenditure on Government buildings and roads in the Gwalior ceded territory of Manpur Pargana in Central 

India and interest thereon. 


381 



(a) This amount has been included in the Statement No. LXXII of re venue and expenditure of the Manpur Pargana. 

(b) There are about 19 miles of road in the Manpur Pargana including some 8 miles of the Agra-Bombay Road. 

JT.B. The capital expenditure and average annual expenditure on maintenance of roads and buildings in Manpur are included,** *n Imperial 

bvrden, in the Statement of Roads and Buildings in Central India at Appendix m of our earlier report. 


(See paragraph 286.) 

Statement of expenditure on Government buildings and roads in the Gwalior ceded territories in Ajmer-Merwara, and interest 

thereon. 


m 



Explanatory Remarks. 

(a) This amount has been included in the Statement No. LXXIII of revenue and expenditure of the ceded villages. 

(b) There is no expenditure on roods in this area. 









STATEMENT 

(See para 


Consolidated statement of outlay on Irrigation, Civil Works and Famine 

ceded 



Areas valued in the 
Central Provinces. 

Areas valued in 
the Bombay 
Presidency. 

Areas valued in 
the United 
Provinces. 

Description. 








Outlay. Interest. 

Outlay. 

Interest. 

Outlay. 

Interest. 

i 

2 

i 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

1(a) Irrigation works for 
which capital and 
revenue accounts 
are kept 



2,62,160 

8,100 

16,36,600 

62,700 

(6) Irrigation works for 
which oapital and 
revenue accounts 
are not kept . 

•• 

•• 

1,33,600 

6,700 

8,000 

300 

Totals 


•• 

3,96,760 

14,^00 

10,43,600 

63,000 

It Civil Works — 



! 




(a) Buildings 

16,92 100 

72,400 

23,21,700 

85,900 

19,80,600 

77,430 

(6) Roads . « 

21,75,300 

94,900 

17,61,700 

60,600 

7,68,800 

% 

26,620 

Totals 

38,67,400 

1,67,300 

40,83,400 

1,46,600 

27,49,400 

1,02,960 

III Famine Relief — 







(a) Irrigation works 

91,800 

3,000 

16,36,000 

66,900 

44,700 

1,500 

(6) Other works 

13,94,600 

61,300 

21,77,200 

74,600 

6,38,800 

21,200 

(e) Miscellaneous expen- 
diture including 

gratuitous relief, 

but not remissions 
of revenue, loans, 
etc. 

22,66,200 

76,300 

12,76,000 

42,900 

3,39,200 

11,300 

Totals . 

37,61,600 

1,29,600 

49,88,200 

1,73,400 

10,22,700 

34,000 

Gband Total 

76,19,000 

2,96,900 

i 94,67,360 

3,34,700 

64,16,600 

1,89,950 



$96 


No. Lixzvn. 


graph 2S0 t ) 

Belief and the interest calculated thereon in respect of the Gwalior 
territories. 












statement 


(See para 

Statistics adopted by the Committee for computation of customs 


Territory. 

Total 

Popnla- 

tiOQ. 

Population 
in towns 
of 10,000 
and over. 

i 

Population 
in toiyns 
of 20,000 
and orer. 

"1 

Mileage 

of 

Bailwayi 

other 

than 

State 

Baflways. 

Jataraw 

(tale.). 

No. of 
oxen. 

No. of 
buJhloes, 

INDIA . . . , 

29,18,37,000 

2,26,16,000 

1,62,48,000 

19,618 

97,17,000 

i 

i 

3,60,45,000 

KADBA8 » . . . 

39,64,847 

2,04,942 

1 

97,982 

824 

... , 

17,48,4*0 

8,78,457 

Percentage to India \ « 

1,3886 

1-1714 

•0030 

4‘ 3226 

* 

... 

r 2^7 

2*437 

«BONOHA . . . 

26,368 

■ 


... 

- 

23,128 

4,264 

Percentage to India . . 

•0087 



... 

1 

*0106 

*0118 

® BE A It . . , 

30,76,818 

2,54,335 

1,02,467 

172 

... 

15,16,3*9 

2,64,076 

ferec itofe to India . . 

rofiss 

1*1245 

i 

1 

*0306 j 

*8812 


1-C810 

•7065 





to. Lxxxvtn. 

graph 11.) 

revenue of the Hyderabad ceded and leased territories. 


No. of 
Sheep 
and. 
Goats. 

Bice 

produo- 

tiof 

(iu tons). 

Average 
daily 
workers 
in all 
factories 
and 
mines. 

Printing 

presses, 

(workers). 

Tobacco 

Factories 

(workers). 

Cotton weaving and 
sizing. 

Silk * 
weaving, 
(workers 
and 

depend- 

ents). 

Bope 

workers, 

» 

Workers 
in mines 
and 

quarries. 

Workers 

and 

Depend- 

ents. 

Production 
of woven 
goods (in 
Pounds). 

8,31,36,000 

i 

2,83,4^,000 

18,16,860 

36,300 

7,490 

44,93,97 7 

66,76,73,000 

*71,790 

4,880 

• J - 

1,87,160 

86,63,291 

i 2,42>000 

i 

7,375 



74,961 

, 

Not known. 

1,688 


949 

4*274 

! 1*086 

1 

•406 

... 

j ... 

1 

l 667 

" 

2* 34 

I 

... 

*691 

4,660 

1 

1,285 

| 

... 



i »> 

t 

1 

... 

... 

... 

*0056 

•0063 

! 

1 

... 

- 

... 

»» 

... 


••1 

6,01,703 

3,260 

28,879 

... 

... 

17,698 

” 


... 

SSI 

•7117 

•0130 

1*6899 

■ 

... 

... 

*8016 

1 

»» 

... 

... | 

| *2788 

1 


Not utilised— see paragraph 11. 
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STATEMENT 
(See para 


Statement showing the result of computation of customs revenue 


Territory. 

Import duty accruing on account of commodities in Table No 

IV of earlier 

India. 

Schedule 
No. I. 

Schedule 
No. 11. 

Schedules 
III. VI, VII, 
and VIII. 

Schedule 

'V. 

Schedules 

V and XI. 


Rs. 

• 

Rs. 

Rs. 

Rs. 

Rs. 

• • 

3,33,68,000 

j 

i 

i 

t 

8,70,81,300 

4.31.41.000 
09,57,700 

3.03.70.000 

1.92.78.000 

49,60,700 

5.01.23.000 

2.07.16.000 


i 

| 


10,57,62,700 


7,68,39,000 


t 





Basis of 
allotment* 

f , 

l Total 
population. 

| 

Mean of 
percentages 
of tjtal 
population 
and popula- 
tion in towns 
of 10,000 
and over. 

Population in 
towns of 
10,000 and 
over. 

Mean of 
percentages 
of towns of 
10,000 and 
over and 
towns of 
20.000 ‘ 
and over. 

Population 
in towns of 
20,000 
and over. 

Ceded terri- 
tories in : — 

♦ 

1 





I. — Madras . 

f 

1 





Percentage . 

1*3588 

1*2050 

i * 1714 

•8872 

•0030 

Duty . 

Rs. 11,32,600 

Rs. 11,01,000 

Rs. 12,38,800 

Rs. 44,000 

|Rs. 4,63,300 

1I.--Bhrar • 






Penentage • 

1 0538 

1*0801 

1*1245 

*8775 

•6305 

Duty . 

Rs. 8,78,500 

Rs. 0,48,400 

Rs. 11,89,200 

Rs. 43,500 

Is. 4,84,500 

III.— Stron- 

OHA. 






Perce itage . 

• 0087 

•0044 

•• 

- 


Duty • 

Re. 7,300' 

Rs. 3.SO0 

, 

mm 

7 





m 


NO. LXXXtX. 
j/raph 11.) 

accruing from the Hyderabad ceded and leased territories. 


Report. 

Export duty accruing from commodities referred 
to in Table No. VII of earlier Report. 


Cost of 
Collection. 

Schedule 
IX and X, 

Item 3(a). 

Item 2(b), 

Item 3(c). 

1 

Item 4. 

Total. ( 

i 

Re. 

Re. 

Rs. 

Rs. 

Rs. 

i Rs. 

Rs. 

33,99.000 

12,12,000 

2,63,000 

20,27,000 

18,11,000 

, .. 


61,090 







34,60,000 








■ 






Mileage of 
Railways. 

No. of 
Oxen. 

i 

No. of 
Buftaloes. 

I 

1 

No. of 
Sheep and 
Goata. i 

! 

: 

Production 
of rice in 
tons. 

! 

i 

1 

! 

» 

♦ 

1 

... 


4 • 2228 

1-247 

2-437 

4-274 

» 

i 

t 

{ 

1*036 

l 

i 

i 

• • 

Eg. 1,46,100 

Rs. 15,100 

Rs. 6,400 

Rs. 86,600 

Rs. 16,700 

Bs, 4-2,50,200 

Rs. 86,900 

•-% *8812 

1*0816 

•7065 

•7117 

*0139 

• • 

• * 

Re. 30,500 

Rs. 13,100 

' Rb. Ifif 

Rs. 14,400 

Rs. 200 

|s. 36,04,200 

Rg. 76,700 

, . 

•0165 

•0118 

•0066 

*0063 

. , 

• • 

.. 

Kg. 200 


Rs. 100 

Rs. 100 

Rs. 11,600 

Re. 200 





*, . 










400 


OTATEMEHTP 
(i Sufttrm 

Statistics adopted by the Committee for computation of 



Percentage to India 


0129 




401 


No. XC. 

■graph 11.) 

Customs revenue of the Sangli oeded territories. 


No. of VUa 

'“S’’ P Jta toM? 

Goat*. (in ton “'- 


(In tons). Factories 
and 


Average i 

daily 

workers Printing Tobacco 
in all presses, Facto- j 
Factories (wor- ries, 
and kers). j 


Cotton weaviug and 
sizing. 
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STATEMENT 
(See para 

Statement showing the result of computation of oustoms 


Territory. Import duty accruing on account of commodities in Table No. IV of earlier 


Schedule Schedule Schedules s che) Jule Schedules 
No. I. No. II. andVin.’ IV - v and XI - 


8,33,68.000 8,70,81,300 


4.31.41.000 
69,67,700 

3.63.76.000 

1.92.78.000 

10,67,62,700 


49,60,700 6,61,23,000 
2,07,16 000 


7,68,39,000 


Basis of 
allotment. 

Total 

population.' 

Mean of 
percentages 
of total 
population 
ana popula* 
tion in towns 
of 10,000 
and over. 

Ceded areas 
in: — 



(I) Belg&uzn. 



Percentage . 

*0032 

•0016 

Duty , 

Bs. 2,700 

Bs. 1(400 

(21 Dharwar. 
Percentage . 

•0129 

•0064 

Duty # 

B«. 10,800 

Bs, 6 600 

— 

- 




Mean of Mean of 

percentages percentages of 

of total Population in towns of Population 
population towns ot 10,000 in towns of 

ana popula* 10,000 and oyer 20,000 
tion in towns and over, and towns of and over, 
of 10,000 20,000 

and over. and over. 












103 


No. XCI. 
graph 11.}. 

revenue accruing from the Sangli oeded territories. 


Report. 

— — „ 

Export duty acorutng from commodities referred to 
in table No.^VII of earlier Beport. 









- Total. 

Cost of 

Schedule 
IX and 
X. 

s 

Item 1. 

jltem 3 (a 

) Item 3 (b 

) |ltem 3(o 

) Item 4. 

Collection, 

Rs. 

Rs. 

Rs. 

Bs. 

Rs. 

Rs. 

Rs. 

Rs. 

88,09,000 2,07,63,0(K 

) 12,12,000 

2,63,000 

20,27,000 

16,11,000 



61,000 








84,60,000 

* 

1 

1 







Mileage 

iRailways. 

Produc- 
tion in 
bale*. 

1 

No. of 
Oxen. 

No. of 
Buffaloes. 

No. of 
Sheep and 
Goats. 

Produc- 
tion of 
rice in 
tons. 



•0153 

•0042 

•0012 

•0015 

•0014 

.0107 


• • 

Rs. 500 

Rs. 600 

• • 

• • 

• a 

Rs. 200 £ 

Is. 8,700 

100- 

•0256 

M 

•0071 

■0024 

•0078 

0109 

.. 


Ba. 000 

M 

Ba. 100 

r 

• • 

Rs. 100 

Rs. 200 £ 

Is. 17,700 

400 
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STATEMENT 
(See paragraph 


Statistics adopted by the Committee for computation 


Territory. 

Total 

popolation. 

Population 
in towns 
of 10,000 
and OTer. 

Population 
in towns 
of 20,000 
and orer. 

Mileage of 
Railway* 
}ther than 
State 
Railways. 

Jute raw 
(bales). 

No. of 
oxen. 

No. of 
Bnflkloei. 

India 

39,18,27,000 

2,26,16,000 

1,82,48,000 

19,613 

97,17,000 

14,01,90,000 

8,60,46,000 

Ahmedabad District • 

8,9 ,911 

8,12,782 

8,00,289 

273 

... 

1,29,266 

1,16,686 

(Percentage to India) 

•8068 

1*888 

1*86 

r 4o 

... 

•09 

•82 

.Kaira District • • » 

7,10,982 

88,927 

81,939 

145 

... 

1,04,290 

:,31,305 

.(Percentage to India) • 

•2486 

•3709 

•1983 

•743 i 

... 

*07 

•36 

Kadod Pargana . , . 

18,406 

... 

... 

... 

... 

3,400 

2,701 

(Percentage to India) . 

•0063 


... 


•• 

•002 

•007 

Non-obded abbas. 






' 


Half the North and Sonth 
Datkroi and Ahmedabad 
city. 

2,06,987 

1,87,008 

1,87,003 

29 


0,823 

14,489 

(Percentage to India) 

•0709 

•6067 

•8480 

•148 

... 

•005 

04 

Dhandhnka minus Dhandla 
village. 

87,846 

... 

... 

16 

... 

10,313 

9,718 

(Percentage to India » 

•0296 

... 


•076 

... 

*01 

•02 

Gogho • 

80,698 

... 

... 

... 

... 

6,086 

6,466 

(Percentage to India) . 

•0104 

•" 

... 

- 

... 

•004 

*01 

3 Tillages of GaekwarV 
Daskroi. 

1,696 

... 

... 

... 

... 

... 

... 

(Percentage to India) . 

;ooo6 

... 

... 

- 

••• 


... 

Kaiba Distbiot. 








Napad Tappa . . . 

81,713 

... 

- 

•- 

tM 

8,067 

6,705 

(Percentage to India) . 

•0108 

••• 

- 

... 

•• 

•002 

•0018 

6 Gaekwar 's Daskroi Village* 

5,721 

- 

— 

- 


... 


(Percentage to India) 

•0019 

— 

V 

... 

•M 

... 

... 
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No. XCII. 


11 ). 

of Customs revenue of Baroda ceded territories. 



Not utilised— Seo pa ragraph 11. 
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STATEMENT 

(See para 

Statement showing result of computation of oustoms 


Territory. 

Import duty accruing on account of commodities in Table No. IV 

India 

Schedule 
No. I. 

Schedule 
No. II. 

Schedules 
III, VI, VII, 
and VIII. 

Schedule 

IV. 

Schedule 

V and XI* 


Be. 

8,33,68,000 

k 

Rs. 

8,70,81,300 

Rs. 

4.31.41.000 
69,157,700 

3.63.76.000 

1.92.78.000 
, 1 < •,■> 7 , 32,7 ■» 

Rs. 

49,60,700 

Rs. 

5.61.23.000 
2,07, "16,000 

7.68.39.000 












Basie of allotment 
to ceded territory. 

Percentage 
of tot a 
population. 

Mean of 
percentages 
of total 
population 
and popula- 
tion of A 
class towns. 

Percentage 

of 

population 
of towns 
of 10,000 
and over. 

(A. class 
towns). 

Mean of 
percentage 
of 

A and B 
class town*. 

Percentage 

of 

population 
of towns 
of 20,000 
and over. 
(B. class 
towns.) 

Ahmedabad District 

Kaira District 

Kadod • 

(•3053) 
Rs. 2,64,500 
(•2436) 
Rs.2,03,100 
(.0063) 
Rs. 6,300 

(•8442) 
Rs. 7,35, 100 
(• 3073) 
Rs.2,67 600 
(•0032; 
Rs. 2,800 

(1-383) 
Rs. 14,62,600 
(•3709) 
Rs. 3,92,200 

(1- 62) 
Rs. 80,400 
( -2836) 
Rs. 14,100 

(1-85) 
Rs.14, 21,600 
(•1963) 
Rs. 1,60,800 

Total 

Deduct Non- ceded 
areas. 

Ahmedabad— 

(t) Half North and 
South Daskroi 
includi n g 
Ahmedabad 
City. 

W) Dhandhuka 
(minus Dhandla 
village). 

(Hi) Gogho . 

(iv) 3 villages of 
the Gaekwur's 

Rs. 4,62,000 

Rs. 10,05,600 

Rs. 18,54,800 

Rs. 94,600 

Rs. 15, 72,300 

(•0709) 
Rs. 69,100 

(•0295) 
Rs. 24,600 

(•0104) 
Rs. 8,700 
(• 0006) 
Rs. 400 

(•3383) 

Rs.2,94,600 

(•0147) 
Rs. 12,800 

(•0052) 
Rs. 4,500 

1 

C 6057) 
Rs. 6,40,500 

(•7244) 
Rs. 35,900 

(-843) 
Rs. 6,47,800 

Daskroi, 

Total— (Ahmedabad) 

Rs. 92,800 

Rs. 3,11,900 

Rs. 6,40,500 

Rs- 35,900 

Re. 6,47,800 

Kaira — 

(v) Napad Tappa 
(20 villages) 

(vi) Daskroi (8 
villages) 

(•0108) 
Rs. 9,000 
(•0019) 
Rs. 1,600 

(•0054) 
Rs. 4,700 

•• 

* * 

*• 

Total — (Kaira) . 

Rs. 10,600 

Rs. 4,700 

•• 

•• 

•• 

Total— Deduct . 

Rs. 1,03,400 

Rs.3, 16,600 

Rs. 6,40,500 

Rs. 35,900 

Rs. 6,47,800 

Net . 

Rs.3,59,500 

Rs.6,88,900 

Rs. 12,14,300 

Rs. 68,600 

Rs. 9,24,600 
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m xciil } 

graph 11),; 


revenue aocruing from Baroda oeded territories. 


of earlier 
Report. 

Export duty accruing from commodities referred 
to in Table No. VII of earlier Report. 

Total. 

Cost of 
collection* 

Schedule 
IX and X. 

Item No. 
3(a). 

Item No. 
3(b). 

Item No. 
3(c). 

Item No. 

4. 

— 

— — 

Rs. 

33,09.000 

-•MOO 

Rs. 

12,12,000 

Rg 

2,63,000 

Rg. 

20,27,000 

Rg. 

15,11,000 

Rs. 

Rs. 

34,60,000 








1 






Percentage 
of mileage 
of Railways. 

i 

Percentage 
of No. of 
oxen. 

Percentage 
of No. of 
buffaloes. 

Percentage 
of No. of 
Sheep and 
Goats. 

Percentage 
of amount 
of rice 

production 
in Tons. 

i 

— 

(l-40» 
Rs. 48,400 
(•743) 
Rs. 26,700 

(•09) 
Rg. 1,100 
(•07) 
Re. 800 
(•002) 

' (*32) 

Rs. 800 
(* 36) 
Rs. m 

C 007) 

<• 15) 
Rs. 3,000 
(•08) 
Rb. 1,600 
(• 007) 
Re. 100 

Re. 1,700 
(*39) 
Rg. 6,900 
(•017) 
Rg. 300 

Rs.40, 09,100 

Rg.10,62,700 

Rs. 8,600 

Rs. 81,900 

Rs. 21,700 

Rg. 200 

Rs. 74,100 

Rb. 1,900 

700 

| Rs. 4,700 

Rb. 7,900 

Rs.60,80,300 

Rs. 1,03,800 

(-1*8) 
Rg. 6,100 

(•006) 

(•04) 
Rg. 100 

(016) 
Rg. 300 

( 025) 
Re. 400 

Rg.18, 83,800 

Rb. 34,400 

(• 076) 
Rg. 2,600 

(01) 
Rb. 100 

(021 
Re. 100 

0 02) 
Rs. 400 


Rs. 40,600 

Rs. 300 

# , 

(•004) 

(•01) 

(•oi) 

Rg. 200 

. , 

Rb. 13,400 

Rs. 800 


• • 

• • 

•• 

•• 

Rs. 400 

•• 


Rg. 100 

Rg. 200 

Rs. 900 

Rs. 400 

Rs.17, 38,200 

Rs. 35,600 


(•002) 

(•0018) 

0 003) 
Rg. 100 

(•005) 
Rg. 100 

Rb. 13,900 

Rb. 300 

- 

•• 

•• 


•• 

Rs. l»60o] 


• • 

•* 

*• 

Rs. 100 

Re. 100 

Rs. 15,600 

Rs. 300 

Rs. 7,700 

Rs. 100 

Rs. 200 

Rg. 1,000 

Rg. 600 



Its. 66,400 

Rg. 1,800 

Re. 1,800 

Rs. 3,700 | 

Rs. 7,400 

Rs, 33,26,600 
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STATEMENT 
(See paragraphs 11, 231, 289 and 
Statistics adopted by the Committee for computation 


Territory. 

Total 

population. 

Populatien 
In towns 
of 10,000 
and over. 

Population 
in towns 
of 20,000 
and over. 

Mileage of 
Railways 
other than 
State 
Railways. 

Jute raw 
(bales). 

No. of 
oxen. 

No. Of 
Buffaloes. 

India «... 

29,18,27,000 

2,26,16,000 

1,62,48,000 

19,518 

97,17,000 

14,01,90,000 

8,60,46,000 

(a) In Central Provinces — 








(1) Nimar District 

8,96,584 

02,718 

02,718 

88 

... 

1,80,862 

69,853 

(2) Harda Tahsfl . . 

1,29,264 

11,077 

... 


m 

76,967 

13,700 

(3) Betul Villages 

8,273 

... 

... 

... 

»*► 

... 

... 

(4) Saugor Villages 

87,046 

... 

... 

Iff 

... 

1,01,122 

... 

(6) In Bombay— 








(1) East Khandesb 

Villages. 

1,71,949 

27,818 


••• 

190 

86,174 

7,845 

(2) Panch Mahals Dis- 
trict. 

(3) Ahmadnagar and 
Sholapur villages. 

3,74,860 

48,055 

20,970 

99 

4,830 

75,404 

23,465 

Ahmadnagar' . 

1,289 

•SI 

1 


... 

*M 

... 

Sholapur 

0,717 

... 


■ 


1,312 

265 

(c) In United Provinces - 



i 

■ 




(I) Kachwayaghar 

54,707 

... 

... 

... 

... 

10,007 

6,954 

(2) Jhansi District 

(8) Agra and Muttra 
villages. 

1,76,027 

30,877 

25,373 

... 


65,728 

23,404 

Agra . 

875 

•H 


... 


I 

... 

Muttra . • 

8,595 

... 


... 

••• 

1,287 

1,216 

(d) Manpur Pargana . , 

,565 

... 

... 

... 

Mi 

... 

... 

(•) Ajroer-Merw&ra villages. 

. 6,400 

... 



... 

377 

1,253 

Total 

14,21,161 

1,81,545 

1,16,070 | 

187 

6,026 

6,41,880 

1,87,090 

Deduct Non-ceded ter- 
tor/— 







— 

Kanapur, Beria and 
1/ Aslrgarh villages 

12,691 

... 

... 

... 

... 

4,299 

4,805 

Net Total 

Percentage to India 

14,08,670 

1,81,545 

1,15,070 

137 

5,020 

6,37,681 

1,32, m 

•4827 

•8027 

i 

•7082 

•7020 

•0617 

. 

‘3834 

; 

•3668 



409 


■no. xojy. 

Statement No. LZXIV.) 

of Customs revenue of Gwalior oeded areas. 


No. of 
Sheep 
and 
Goats. 

• : 

Rio# 
produc- 
tion (in 
tons). 

Average 
daily 
wotkers 
in all 
factories 
and 
mines. 

i 

H 

Cotton weaving and 

Siting. 

Silk 

weaving. 



Printing Pr< 
Workers. 

Tobacco 
tories. W 
•rs. 

Workers 

and 

Depend- 

ents. 

Produc- 
tion of 
woven 
goods in 
Pounds. 

Workers 

and 

depend- 

ents. 

Rope 

Workers^. 

Workers 
in mines 

— and 

quarries. 



18,16,360 

35,300 

7,490 

44,98,977 


71,790 

4,880 

1,37,150 

39.270 

... 

5,946 

... 

| 

12,105 


51 

... 

10 

16,322 

437 

1,041 

... 

" 


... 

... 

... 

... 

Ml 

... 

•• 

... 

... 

... 

... 

... 

... 

... 

... 

1,718 

... 

... 

... 

... 

... 

... 

... 

... 

39.041 

56 

2,015 

! 

... 

... 

414 

... 

... 

... 

... 

40,606 

18,697 

2,016 

... 

... 

677 

... 

... 

... 

1,783 

... 

... 


*M 

.. 





... 

3,995 

13 


... 

... 

... 


... 

... 


14,158 

17 

... 

... 

... 

425 


... 

... 

... 

82,488 

6,069 


••* 

... 

... 

... 


... 

... ■ ~ 

2,733 


... 


- 

... 

... 


... 

... 

7,354 

... 

... 

... 

... 

35 

... 

... 


- 

2,64*869 

26,907 

| 11,018 

... 

... 

18,656 

... 

61 

... 

1,793 

2,797 

... 


... 

... 

set 







11,018 

... 

... 

13,656 

... 

51 

... 

1,798 

'3032 

•1108 

•6065 

mi 

mi 


I 

‘071 

■ 



"" " " 1 'V ——- ■■■» ■ ■ - 

Not utilised.— See paragraph II. 
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STATEMENT 


(See paragraphs 11, 231, 289 and 
Statement showing result of computation of Customs 



Mean of Mean of 

percentages percentages 

, of total Population in of towns of Population 

Basis ofj Total population towns of 10,000 in towns of 
allotment, population, andpopula- 10,000 and over 20,000 
tion in towns and over, and towns of and over. 


of 10,000 
and over. 


Ra. 20,000 
and over. 


Percentage of 
duty accru- 
ing from 
Gwalior 
ceded terri- 
tories. 


Duty . . Ro. 4,02,400 Ri. 5,59,700 Re. 8,48,900 Ra. 37,500 Rs. 5,44,200 
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No. XOV. 

Statement No. LXXJV.) 

revenue Morning from Gwalior oeded territories. 


of earliev 
Report. 

Export duty accruing from commodities refarted to M table 
No* VII of earlier Report. 









Total 

Schedule* 
IX and 

X. 

Item 1. 

Item 2, 

Item 3(a). 

Item 3(6). 

Item 8(e). 

Item 4, 

Rs. 

Rs. 

Bs. 

Rs. 

Rs. 

Ba. 

Rs. 

Rs. 

33,99,000 



12,12,000 

























J 

1 




Mileage 

of 

Railways. 

Produc* 
tion in 
bales. 

(Not 

concern- 

ed), 

j 

No. of 
Oxen. 

l 

i 

j 

No. of 
Buffaloes, j 

No. of 
Sheep and 
Goats. 

Produc- 
tion of 
rice, in 
tons. 


•7020 

•0517 

- 

•3834 

•3688 

•8032 

•1108 


Be. 24,800 

Bs. 10,700 


Be. 4,000 

R*. 1,000 

Re. 0,100 

Rs. 1,700 

24,41, 100(a) 


(a) Co»t of collection of total reyenn. — Ri. 49.800. 
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STATEMENT No. XCVI. 

(See paragraph 291.) 

Statement showing the comparative revenue and expenditure under 
principal heads, per 1,000 of population in the Madras and Bombay 
Presidencies and in the Centra and United Provinces. 






Amount 

Principal Major Heads. 


Bombay. 

Madras. 

Central 

Pro- 

vinces. 

United 

Pro- 

vinces. 

(i) Revenue. 



Rs. 

Rs. 

Rs. 

Rs. 

V. — Land Revenue 

. 


. 

, 2,525 

1,789 

1,702 

1,471 

VI. — Excise 

. 


. 

2)080 

1,271 

900 

293 

VII. — Stamps . 

• 



801 

590 

473 

382 

VIII.' — Forest . 

* 



391 

X35 

393 

136 

IX . — Registration 

• 



01 

88 

49 

29 

(it) Expenditure. 







5. — Land Revenue 

• 



342 

00 

205' 

197 

0. — Excise 

• 



203 

105 

102 

29 

7. — Stamps . 

• 



10 

10 

13 

7 

8. — Eorest , 

• 



234 

114 

291 

70 

9. — Registration 

• 



34 

02 

15 

10 

22. — General Administration 


1,178 

558 

505 

31* 

24. — Administration of Justice 


304 

228 

235 

m 

25. — Jails and Convicts Settlements 

127 

71 

70 

80* 

20.— Police 


a. 


895 

450 

441 

379 

31.— Education 


a 


1,049 

530 

435 

431 

32. — Medical 


• 


273 

177 

115 

81 

33. — Public Health 


• 


134 

69 

38 

54r 

34. — Agriculture 


• 


150 

84 

134 

75* 

35. — Industries • 


• 


4 

49 

21 

2 

37. — Miscellaneous 

Departments 


23 

40 

9 


41. — Civil Works 

• 

• i 

• 

030 

358 

705 

142 

47. — Miscellaneous 

a 

I 

• 

a 

74 

13 

64 

14 









4J8 

STATEMENT No. XOVtr. 

(Nee 'paragraph 294.) 

Statement showing the share of Central expenditure and Imperial 
Burdens debitable to the ceded areas. 



Rs * 

JTvS» 

1. Average expenditure of Government of India • • 

1,32,00,00,000 

2. Deduot average revenue from centrally adminis- 
tered Areas (excluding Tributes) • 

a 

1,04,49,000 

3. Balance * . 

1,80,05,51,000 

(1) Deduct Imperial Burdens i* » • 

65,24,40,000 

(2) Balance of Central Expenditure 

64,81,11,000 

4. Imperial Burdens per 1,000 of population includ- 
ing population of States and Burma • . 

2064*8* 

5. Other Central Expenditure [t.e. 3 (2)] per 1,000 
of population (in British India including 
Burma) . 

2624-9 

6. Total of (4) and (5) 

4680*4 


Shares of coded areas of (6) :■ 


Area. 

Population. 

Gross c ontribution 
to Central Re- 
venues, e.g. t Cus- 
toms, Salt and 
Imperial Excises, 
-etc., but excluding 
Railways, Posts 
and Telegraphs, 
Currency and 
Mint. 

Share of 
Central 
expenditure at 
Rs. 4689-4 
per 1,000 
persons. 




Amount. 



,, Rs. 

Rs. 

Hyderabad— 

Madras • 

Sironoha . • \ 

Berar 

Sangli • . . 

Baroda 

Gwalior* • 

3,964,800 

25,400 

3.075.300 
47,100 

1.256.300 
1,284,400 

63,31,500 

20,300 

54,68,300 

40,000 

47,91,200 

40,26,100 

1,85,92,500 

1,19,100 

1,44,21,300 

2,20,900 

58,91,300 

60,23,100 

Total 


. 

4,52,68,200 


* * In the case of Gwalior we have shown Gwalior’s share of the population and 
Eros* contribution of the territories valued, vii., 10 -03/11 *00, vide paragraph 
183. - , ' . 


GIPD— 806 V&p D — 27-6-32 — 300, 












